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BOARD MEETING NOTICE

Meeting No. 193

DATE: Thursday, August 9, 2007

TIME: 7:00 P.M. Board Meeting

PLACE: San Mateo County Transit District Office
1250 San Carlos Avenue, Second Floor Auditorium
San Carlos, CA

PARKING: Available adjacent to and behind building.

Please note the underground parking garage 1s no longer open.

PUBLIC TRANSIT: SamTrans Bus: Lines 261, 295, 297, 390, 391, 397, PX, KX.
CalTrain: San Carlos Station

Bookgeddor ke dokdok g hdokdok g bk ko kot ke koo ki k ok ok kkEkkk ok kdok ok ko

CALL TO ORDER/ ROLL CALL

PUBLIC COMMENT ON ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA
Notre: Public comment is limited ro two minutes per speaker.

ANNOUNCEMENTS/ PRESENTATIONS

Receive presentation from Bill Dodd, Chairman of the Metropolitan Transportation
Commission (MTC), and share with Bill Dodd issues of mutual concerns between C/CAG and
MTC. p. 1

CONSENT AGENDA
Consent Agenda items are considered to be routine and will be enacted by one motion. There

will be no separate discussion on these items unless members of the Board, staff or public
request specific items to be removed for separate action.

Review and approval of the Minutes of Regular Business Meeting No. 191 and Special
Business Meeting No. 192 dated June 14, 2007. ACTION p. 3

Review and approval of Resolution 07-22 for application to designate the El Camino Real
corridor 1n San Mateo County as a Priority Development Area (PDA). ACTION p. 11
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Review and accept the status update on the C/CAG 3rd Cycle Transit Oriented Development,
(TOD) Incentive Program. ACTION p. 19

Review and Approval of Resolution 07-21, Authorizing the C/CAG Chair to Execute an
Amendment to the Eisenberg, Olivien, and Associates, Inc. (EOA) Contract in the Amount of
$62.000 for Managing the Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program's "Sustainable,

Green Streets and Parking Lots Project” as a Programmatic AB1546 Project. ACTION p. 23

Review and approval of Resolution 07-23 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an
agreement with SamTrans for $100,000 to expand bus service in Pacifica. ACTION p. 31

Review and approval of a Recommendation from the C/CAG Airport Land Use Comumittee
(ALUC), Re: Comprehensive Atrport Land Use Plan (CLUP) Consistency Review of a Referral
from the City of Redwood City, Re: A Proposed Zoning Amendment and Adoption of a

Precise Plan for the Proposed Peninsula Park Mixed - Use Development on Bair Island Road
Southeast of San Carlos Airport. ACTION p. 39

Review and approval of Resolution No. 07-24, Authorizing the C/CAG Chair to Negotiate and
Execute an Agreement with Jacobs Consultancy to Provide Professional Consulting Services to
Prepare an Update of the Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (CLUP) for the
Environs of San Francisco International Airport. ACTION p. 71

Review and approval of AB1546 Countywide Congestion Management Program for Intelligent
Transportation System (ITS) Projects. ACTION p. 77

Review and approval of Resolution 07-25 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an
amendment to the agreement for an amount not to exceed $12,000 with Economic and Planning

Systems for the completion of the Housing Needs Study. ACTION p. 85
Status report on the Implementation of the Hydrogen Shuttle. INFORMATION p. 91
Review and Accept C/CAG Legislative Update. ACTION p. 95

(A position may be taken on any legislation, including legislation not previously identified.)

Review and approval of Resolution 07-26 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an amended
Fiscal Year 2007-08 Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) Expenditure Program
($41,000) for the City of Menlo Park for local shuttle service. ACTION p. 117

Review and Approval of Appointments to the Congestion Management Program Yechmcal
Advisory Committee (CMP TAC). ACTION p. 121

All items on the Consent Agenda are approved/accepted by a majority vole. A request must
be made at the beginning of the meeting to move any item from the Consent Agenda to the
Regular Agenda.

REGULAR AGENDA

Receive presentation and comments on the San Mateo County Transportation Authority
(SMCTA) Strategic Plan Process. ACTION p. 127

Review and approval of the 2007 congestion monitoring report and the Draft 2007 Congestion
Management Program (CMP) and authorize distribution for comments. ACTION p. 129

Review and accept the Final Report on the San Mateo County Housing Needs Study. ACTION p. 133

Review and approval of Performance Review Forms for Executive Director. ACTION p. 135
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COMMITTEE REPORTS
Committee Reports (oral reports).

Chairperson’s Report.
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT

COMMUNICATIONS - Information Only

Copies of communications are included for C/CAG Board Members and Alternates only. To
request a copy of the communications, contact Nancy Blair at 650 3991406 or
nblair@co.sanmateo.ca.us or download a copy from C/CAG's website — www ccag.ca.gov.

Letter from Richard Napier, Executive Director C/CAG, (o Senator Leland Yee, dated 6/12/07.
Re: Letter of Support for SCA 12 (Yee and Torlakson) — Stormwater and Urban Runoff
Service Fees. p. 143

Letter from Richard Napier, Executive Director C/CAG, to Governor Armold Schwarzenegger,
State Capital Building, dated 6/22/07. Re: Letter of Support for SB 279 (Yee) — Sale of
Vehicles on State Highways. p. 147

" Letter from Deborah Gordon, C/CAG Chair, to Honorable Barbara Pierce, Mayor, City of

Redwood City, dated 7/09/07. Re: Airport Land Use Commussion (C/CAG Board) Action on a
Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan (CLUP) Consistency Review of a Referral from the City

of Redwood City, Re: Proposed Redwood City North Main Street Precise Plan for an Area

Near San Carlos Airport. p- 149

Letter from Deborah C. Gordon, C/CAG Chair, to Honorable Armold Schwarzenegger,
Govemor of California, dated 7/16/07. Re: Invitation to Event/ Press Briefing on
Implementing the Hydrogen Highway in San Mateo County. p. 151

MEMBER COMMUNICATIONS

ADJOURN

Next scheduled meeting: October 11, 2007 Regular Board Meeting.

PUBLIC NOTICING: All notices of C/CAG Board and Committee meetings will be posted at
San Mateo County Transit District Office, 1250 San Carlos Ave., San Carlos, CA.

NOTE: Persons with disabilities who require auxiliary aids or services in attending and participating in this

meeting should contact Nancy Blair at 650 399-1408, five working days prior 10 the meeling date.

If you have any questions about the C/CAG Board Agenda, please contact C/CAG Staff-

Executive Director: Richard Napier 650 599-1420  Administrative Assistant: Nancy Blair 650 599-1406

355 COUNTY CENTER, 3™ FLOOR, REDWOOD CITY. CA 94063  PHONE: 650.599.1420 FaX: 650.361.8227



FUTURE MEETINGS

Aungust 1, 2007
August 8, 2007
Auvgust 9, 2007
August 9, 2007
August 21, 2007
August 16, 2007
August 16, 2007
August 23, 2007
August 23, 2007

August 27, 2007
Sept. 4, 2007

2020 Peninsula Gateway Corridor Study TAC — canceled.

2020 Peninsula Gateway Corridor Study PAC - canceled.

Legislative Committee - SamTrans 2™ Floor Auditorium - 5:00 p.m.

C/CAG Board - SarTrans 2 Floor Auditoriam - 7:00 p.m.

NPDES Technical Advisory Comunittee - TBD - 10:00 a.m.

CMP Technical Advisory Committee - SamTrans 2™ Floor Auditorium

Utilities Working Group - 135 Bovet Rd., San Mateo - 2:45 p.m.

Alirport Land Use Commission - Burlingame City Hall - Councit Chambers
Bikeways and Pedestrian Advisory Committee - San Mateo City Hall - 4:00 p.m.
Conference Room C - 7:30 p.mn.

CMEQ Committee - San Mateo City Hall - Conference Room C - 3:00 p.m.
Administrators’ Advisory Committee - 355 County Center, 5% Floor, Redwood City - Noon



C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: Augnst 9, 2007

To: City/County Association of Gevernments Board of Direclors

From: Richard Napier, Executive Director -

Subject: RECEIVE PRESENTATION FROM BILL DODD, CHAIRMAN OF THE

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION (MTC), AND SBEARE

WITH BILL DODD ISSUES OF MUTUAL CONCERNS BETWEEN C/CAG AND
MTC

(For further information or questions contact Richard Napier at 599-1420 or Sandy
Wong at 599-1409)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board receive a presentation from Bill Dodd, Chairman of the Metropolitan
Transportation Commission (MTC), and share with Bill Dodd issues of mutual concerns between
C/CAG and MTC.

Further, that the C/CAG board urge MTC 10 adopt a policy to establish reasonable balance between
county and regional discretionary funds in the allocation of Federal funding and to use said policy to
guide the development of the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP).

FISCAL IMPACT

None.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

None.

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION

Overview of MTC

Created by the state Legislature in 1970, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) is the
transportation planning, coordinating and financing agency for the mne-county San Francisco Bay
Area. The Commission’s work 1s guided by a 19-member policy board, appomted directly by local
elected officials as well as members represent the Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG)
and the Bay Conservation and Development Commission (BCDC) plus nonvoting members
representing federal and state transportation agencies and the federal housing department. Carrying

out the Commission’s directives is a staff of over 130 persons headquartered in Oakland. ]
TEM 3.1

MTC is respousible for regularly updating the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), a
comprehensive blueprint for the development of mass transit, highway, airport, seaport, railroad,
bicyele and pedestrian facilities. The Commission also screens requests from local agencies for state
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and federal grants for transportation projects to determine their compatibility with the plan. MTC 18
empowered by the Federal Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act
(SATETEA) to determine the mix of transportation projects besl suited to meet the region's needs,
to help set priorities for the hundreds of millions of dollars flowing each year to the Bay Area from
flexible federal funding programs.

Using these federal dollars, MTC has established and administered and/or oversaw several regional
grant programs. Examples include:

¢ Regional Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) Program.

» Regional Housing Incentive Program (HIP) promotes the building of compact housing in the
vicinity of public transit hubs.

e The Lifeline Program that funds transportation access and improvements to low-income
residents.

¢ Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian program.

e Regional Clean Air program.

o Regional Highway and Arterial Operations program.

e Local Streets and Roads Rehabilitation shortfall program.

» Transit Capital Rehabilitation shortfall program.

In addition, MTC administers state moneys, including those provided by the Transportation
Development Act (TDA). Legislation passed in 1997 gives MTC and other regional transportation
planning agencies increased decision-making authority over the selection of state highway projects
and allocation of transit expansion funds for the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP).

Issues of Mutual Concern Between C/CAG and MTC

MTC has initiated the npdate of its long-range Regional Transportation Plan (RPT), the
Transportation 2035, to be adopted in February 2009. The RTP will detail how the San Francisco
Bay Area’s transportation system will be maintained, improved and expanded over the next 25
years.

A major concern C/CAG has 15 the "County Discretionary” funding in the RTP. We would like the
MTC Commission to develop the RTP in such that it will allow more county discretion in the
allocation of Federal funds. We appreciate the vision MTC has set forth and its leadership in the
regional programs such as the regional TLC/HIP, Bike/Pedestrian, and Clean Air programs.
However, providing more county discretion in the use of Federal funds is of paramount importance
to C/CAG because C/CAG is much closer to the prionities/needs of San Mateo county jurisdictions.
With the flexibility of county discretion, we wall be able to determine the best mix of TLC, HIP,
TOD, Bike, Pedestrian, Local Streets and Roads, transit, hichway, Traffic System Management and
other transportation programs in San Mateo county, and to achieve the vision and goals sei forth by
the MTC to coordinate transportation and land use, reduce greenhouse gas, and reduce traffic
congestion.

ATTACBMENTS

None,
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CICAG

CiTY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
OF¥ SAN MATEO COUNTY

Atherton ® Belmont ® Brishane ® Burlingame ¢ Colma ® Daly Cify 8 East Palp Alio ® Foster City ® Half Meon Bay ® Fillsborough ® Menlo Park

Meeting No. 191
June 14, 2007

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL

Chair Gordon called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. Roll call was taken.

Jerry Carlson - Atherton

Sepi Richardson - Brisbane

Rosalie O’Mahony - Burlingame

Joseph Silva - Colma

Linda Koelling - Foster City

Tom Kasten - Hillsborough

Gina Papan - Millbrae (7:12)

Diane Howard - Redwood City

Bob Grassilli - San Carlos

Carole Groom - San Mateo

Rose Jacobs-Gibson - County of San Mateo
Karyl Matsumoto - South San Francisco, San Mateo County Transit Distoct
Deborah Gordon - Woodside

Absent:

Belmont

Daly City

East Palo Alto
Half Moon Bay
Menlo Park
Pacifica
Portola Valley
San Bruno

Others:

Richard Napier, Executive Ditector - C/CAG
Sandy Wong, Deputy Director - C/CAG

Nancy Blair, Administrative Assistant - C/CAG
Miruni Scosaipillai, C/CAG - Legal Counsel
Tom Madalena, C/CAG Staff

John Hoang, C/CAG Staff

Diana Shu, C/CAG Staff

Mark Duino, C/CAG Staff

Matt Fabry, C/CAG Staff

Ray Razavi, South San Francisco - City Engineer

555 COUNTY CENTER, 5™ FLOOR, REDWOOD CITY, CA 94063  PHONE. 650.599.1420 Fax 630361 8227
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CONSENT AGENDA

Board Member O’Mahony MOVED approva] of Consent ftems 4.1, 4.4,4.5,4.7, 4.8 and 4 9.
Board Member Jacobs-Gibson SECONDED. MOTION CARRIED 12-0.

Review and approval of the Minutes of Regular Business Meeting No. 190 dated May 10, 2007,
APPROVED

Review and approval of Resolution 07-17 anthorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute amendments to the
agreements with various cities and the Allance and Resotution 07-18 authorizing the C/CAG Charr to
execute a funding agreement with the City of Redwood City for the provision of Congestion Relief
Program shuttle services for a total cost not to exceed $657,965 from July 1, 2007 through June 30,
2008, APPROVED

Board Member Howard thanked the Board for approving Item 4 4 on the behalf of the people of
Redwood City who are excited about a shuftle in their community. Genetech and Stanford are
business partners who are willing to help with the cost of the shuttle.

Review and approval of staff to work with local jurisdictions and transportation agencies to provide
candidate project information for the Metropolitan Transportatlon Commission (MTC) Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP) update. APPROVED

Consideration/Approval of a Recommendation from the C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee
(ALUC), Re. Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan (CLUP) Consistency Review of a Referral From
the City of Redwood City, Re: Proposed Redwood City North Main Sireet Precise Plan for an Area
Near San Carlos Airport. APPROVED

Review and approval of appointments to the Congestion Management and Environmental Quality
Committee (CMEQ) and the Congestion Management Program Technical Advisory Committee (CMP
TAC). APPROVED

Review and approval of Resolution 07-16 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute amendment

(No. 1) to the funding agreement with the San Mateo County Transportation Authority (SMCTA) to
receive an additional maximum amount of $550,000 for joint and/ or co-sponsored programs, to an
additive maximum amount of $1,500,000. APPROVED

Items 4.2, 4.3, and 4.6 were removed from the Consent Calendar.

4.2

Update on Status of Agreements on the Hydrogen Shuttle. INFORMATION

The fiscal impact will be $250,000/yr to be budgeted for the Alternative Fuel Program in the FY
2007/08 and FY 2008/09 C/CAG budget. The net cost to C/CAG is $150,000 for FY 2007/08 after
the TA reimbursement of $100,000 if approved by the TA Board. The net cost to C/CAG is $100,000
for FY 2008/05 after the TA reimbursement of $150,000 if approved by the TA Board.

Board Member O°Mahony MOVED approval Board Member Richardson SECONDED. MOTION
CARRIED 13-0.
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Approve Resolution 07-15 authorizing stormwater pollution prevention projects to be implemented by
the Countywide Stormwater Program and funded under C/CAG's Vehicle Registration Fee (AB1546)
program. APPROVED

A portion of the vehicle registration fee is returned to each city to help defer stormwater-related costs,
and a portion is available for use by the countywide program. About $600,000 per year is available
for the stormwater programmatic portion of the vehicle registration fee,. SMCWPPP's TAC
recommended that the programmatic portion be used as follows:

1. Sustanable, Green Streets and Parking Lots Program in San Mateo County for use in developing a
stormwater design standards guidebook and for funding demonstration projects.

2. Car Wash Xits for municipalities to loan to fundraisers to prevent the discharge of vehicle
washwaters to the storm drain.

Board Member O’Mahony MOVED approval if staff will revise the contents of the kit to the
minimum that will make it productive, a learming experience, and will invesfigate the savings that can
be accomplished by purchasing supplies in bulk. Board Member Kasten SECONDED. MOTION
CARRIED 13-0.

Review and approval of Resolution 07-19 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute agreements
between the City/ County Association of Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG) and Eisenberg,
Olivieri, and Associates (EOA), Inc., and San Mateo County Division of Environmental Health for
services for the Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program. APPROVED

Staff issued a Request for Proposals for technical consulting services in March 2007. Only two
proposals were submitted, one by EOA, Inc. and one by County Environmental Health. EOA
currently provides overall technical support to the Program and focused support for the Municipal
Maintenance, New and Redevelopment, Watershed Assessment and Monitoning, and
Commercial/Industrial and Illicit Discharge Program components, while County Environmental Health
provides focused support for the Public Information and Participation (PIP) Program component.
EOA will provide additional PIP support to assist County Environmental Health and ensure overall
integration of PIP activities with the Program.

Board Member Kasten MOVED approval Board Member O"Mahony SECONDED. MOTION
CARRIED 13-0.

REGULAR AGENDA

Review and approval of C/CAG Legislative positions and Legislative update. INFORMATION
(A position may be taken on any legislation, including legjslation not previously identified.)

Staff provided the current status on C/CAG Sponsored Bills:

e SB 613 —reauthorization of AB 1546 has passed out of Senate and will be heard in the Assembly.
First Assembly Committee hearing will be on June 27, 2007,

e AB 468 — Abandoned Vehicle Abatement will be heard on the Assembly Floor on June 5. If the bill
passes, if will go fo the Senate, else it will go to the dead bill file.

e June 8, 2007 is the last day to pass bills out of house of origin. Therefore, some bills on this list
may be dropped.

555 COUNTY CENTER, 5™ FLoOR, REDWOOD CITY, CA 94063 PHONE: 650.559.1420 FaX: 650.361.8227
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Support for SCA 12 (Yee and Torlakson) and ACA 8 (De La Torre). APPROVED

Support for SCA 12 (Yee and Torlakson) — Amendment to the State Constitution Regarding Fees for
Stormwater and Urban Runoff.

This proposal siates that Stormwater and Urban Runoff be added to the list of exemptions from a 2/3
vote of the electorate residing in the area affected by the fee or charge.

Board Member O’Mahony MOVED approval. Board Member Richardson SECONDED. MOTION
CARRIED 13-0.

Support for ACA 8 (De La Torre) — Amendment to the State Constitution Regarding Eminent
Domain.

League of California Cities 1s urging cities and counties to support ACA 8 to ensure that homeowners
and small businesses are given strong protections against eminent dJomain.

Board Member Richardson MOVED approval. Board Member Jacobs-Gibson SECONDED.
MOTION CARRIED 13-0.

Review and approval of Resolution 07-20 adopting the C/CAG 2007-08 Program Budget and Fees.
APPROVED

A detailed report was given at the May C/CAG Board meeting. This was a follow up with
explanations regarding any changes since the May meeting.

Staff will look into creating a policy for transferring and 1dentifying a level of reserve in the funds.

Board Member O’Mahony MOVED approval. Board Member Howard SECONDED. MOTION
CARRIED 13-0.

Status Report on the Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit. INFORMATION

The San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program (Countywide Program)’s municipal
stormwater permit expired in 7/04, and has been administratively extended by the San Francisco Bay
Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) staff pending its re-issuance. RWQCB staff, with
the agreement of the Bay Area Stormwater Management Agencies Association (BASMAA) program
managers, are proposing to replace current countywide municipal stormwater permits with a
Municipai Regional Permit (MRP) for all Bay Area municipalities to standardize stormwater
requirements in this region.

Staff provided a summary of the progress in developing the MRP, significant issues of which elected
officials need to be aware, such as potential significant costs to implement new permit requirements,
and future steps in the MRP process.

Authorization to submit an application to the Association of Bay Area Governments to designate the
El Camino Real corridor as a Priority Development Area under the Focus Our Vision (FOCUS)
program. APPROVED

The purpose of the program 15 to provide incentives for local junisdictions to accommodate growth in
compact, infill development patterns that are of mixed use near transit and job centers with an
emphasis on housing development. In October 2007, ABAG’s General Assembly will review and
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evaluate the applications. Approved applications will be qualified as Priority Development Areas.

Board Member Howard MOVED approval. Board Member Jacobs-Gibson SECONDED. MOTION
CARRIED 13-0.

COMMITTEE REPORTS
Committee Reports (oral reports).
None.

Chairperson’s Report.

None.

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT
CCAG’s reauthorization was unanimous by the cities and the County.

The Bay Bridge tour is scheduled for Wednesday, 6/27. Details will be provided.

COMMUNICATIONS - Information Only

Copies of communications are included for C/CAG Board Members and Alternates only. To request 2

download a copy from C/CAG’s website — www.ccag.ca. gov.

Letter from Richard Napier, Executive Director, C/CAG to Honorable Alan Lowenthal, Chair, Senate
Transportation Committee, and Honorable Joseph S. Simitian, State Capitol - Room 2080, dated
4/02/07. Re:; Support of C/CAG Sponsored Senate Bill (SB) 613.

Letters from agencies (listed below) to Honorabjie Joseph S. Simitian, State Capitol - Room 2080,
dated March through May 2007, Re: Support of C/CAG Sponsored Senate Bill (SB) 613.

Alan B. Carlson, Mayor, Town of Atherton

Steven W. Waldo, Mayor, City of Brisbane

Terry Nagel, Mayor, City of Burlingame

Ron Cox, Mayor, City of Foster City

Catherine U. Mullooly, Mayor, Town of Hillsborough

Kelly Fergusson, Mayor of Menlo Park

Angela Howard, Town Administrator, Portola Valley

Barbara Pierce, Mayor, City of Redwood City

Laurence K. Buckmaster, President & CEO, Redwood City San Mateo County Chamber of
Commerce

Thomas J. Davids, Mayor, City of San Carlos

John Matthews, Mayor, City of San Mateo

Richard A. Garbarino, Mayor, City of South San Francisco

$55 COUNTY CENTER, 57" FLOOR, REDWOOD CITY, CA 94063 PHONE, 650.599.1420 Fax: 650.361.8227
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Daniel S. Cruey, President & CEQ, Samceda
Michael J. Scanlon, General Manager, CEQ, SamTrans

Letter from Rose Jacobs Gibson, President, Board of Supervisors, dated 6/05/07.

Re: SB 613. (Simitian), Local governmenis: vehicle fee for congestton and stormwater management.
SUPPORT.

MEMBER COMMUNICATIONS

ADJOURN

Meeting adjourned at 8:40 p.m.
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Crry/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
OF SAN MATEO COUNTY

Arherton ® Belmont ® Brisbane ® Burlingame ® Cofma ® Daly City ® East Palo Alio ¢ Foster City ® Half Moor Bay # Hillsborough ® Menlo Park
Miltbrae » Pacifica ® Portola Valtey » Redwood City ® San Bruno ¢ San Carlps ¢ San Muateo ® San Mateo County ® South San Franciseo  Woodstle

Special Meeting No. 192
June 14, 2007

1.0 CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL
Chair Gordon called the meeting to order at 8:40 p.m. Roll call was taken.

Jerry Carison - Atherton

Sepi Richardson - Brisbane

Rosalie O’Mahony - Burlingame

Joseph Silva - Colma

Linda Koelling - Foster City

Tom Kasten - Hillsborough

Gina Papan - Millbrae

Diane Howard - Redwood City

Bob Grassilli - San Carlos

Carole Groom - San Mateo

Rose Jacobs-Gibson - County of San Mateo
Karyl Matsumoto - South San Francisco, San Mateo County Transit District
Deborah Gordon - Weodside

Absent:

Belmont

Daly City

East Palo Alto
Half Moon Bay
Menlo Park
Pacifica
Portola Valley
San Bruno

Others:

Richard Napier, Executive Director - C/CAG
Sandy Wong, Deputy Director - C/CAG

Nancy Blair, Administrative Assistant - C/CAG
Miruni Soosaipillai, C/CAG - Legal Counsei
Tom Madalena, C/CAG Staff

John Hoang, C/CAG Staff

Diana Shu, C/CAG Staff

Mark Duino, C/CAG Staff

Matt Fabry, C/CAG Staff

Ray Razavi, South San Francisco - City Engineer

555 COUNTY CENTER, 5™ FLOOR, REDWOOD CITY, CA 94063 PUONE: 650.399.1420 FAx: 650.361.8227
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CONSENT AGENDA

Review and approval of the Abandoned Vehicle Abatement (AVA) Program Report for the
Third Quarter FY 06-07 ending March 31, 2007. ACTION

On 2/8/07, the Board approved guidelines that CCAG staff obtain approval prior to authorizing
payment on the invoices for the AVA program. CCAG staff believes there is minimal risk the
funds would have to be returned, therefore, staff recommends that the payment authorizations
be paid for the Third Quarter FY 06-07 ending 3/31/07 and the report be approved.

Board Member Howard MOVED in accordance with the staff recommendation.
Board Member Richardson SECONDED. MOTION CARRIED 13-0.

MEMBER COMMUNICATIONS

ADJOURN

Meeting adjourned at 8:45 p.m.
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: Augnst G, 2007
To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors
From: Richard Napier, Executive Director

Subject: REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RESOLUTION 07-22 FOR APPLICATION TO
DESIGNATE THE EL CAMINO REAL CORRIDOR IN SAN MATEO COUNTY AS
A PRIORITY DEVELOPMENT AREA (PDA).

(For further information or questions contact Richard Napicr at 599-1420)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and approve resolution 07-22 for application to designate the EL Camino
Real comidor in San Mateo County as a Prority Development Area (PDA).

FISCAL IMPACT

There 1s no fiscal impact from applying for the designation as a Priority Development Area.

BACKGROUND/PISCUSSION

The FOCUS program 1s administered by the Joint Policy Committee (JPC) consists of the following
four regional agencies: the Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG), the Metropolitan
Transportation Commission (MTC), the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD), and
the Bay Counservation and Development Commussion (BCDC).

The purpose of the FOCUS program is to provide incentives for local jurisdictions to accommodate
growth in compact, infill development patterns that are of mixed use and near transit and job centers
with an emphasis on housing development. The regional agencies are committed to secure incentives
and provide technical assistance to designated priority development areas so that positive change can
be achieved in communities working to advance focused growth.

Priority Development Area (PDA) is defined as: 1) within an existing community, 2) served by existing
or planned transit service, and 3) is planned, or is planmng, for more housing.

At the June 14, 2007 Board meeting, C/CAG authorized staff to submit an application fo designate the
El Camino Real corridor in San Mateo County as a Priority Development Area (PDA) under the
FOCUS program. The technical part of the application was submitted on June 29, 2007. A Board
Resolution 1s due September 7, 2007

ATTACHMENTS

e Resolution 07-22. ITEM 4.2
e Application for Prionty Development Area Designation.

_11_
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RESOLUTION 07-22

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE
CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY (C/CAG)
AUTHORIZING THE APPLICATION TO DESIGNATE THE EL. CAMINO REAL
CORRIDOR IN SAN MATEO COUNTY AS A PRICRITY DEVELOPMENT AREA (PDA)

EIE A I I S

RESOLVED, by the Board of Directors of the City/County Association of Governments of San
Mateo County (C/CAG), that

WIHEREAS, the Association of Bay Area Governments and the Metropolitan Transportation
Commission in coordination with the Bay Area Air Quality Management District and Bay
Conservation and Development Commission (collectively, the “regional agencies™) are undertaking a
regional planning initiative called FOCUS; and

WHEREAS, FOCUS program goals support a future regional development pattern that is
compact and connected; and

WHEREAS, the regional agencies seek local government parmers to create a specific and shared
concept of where growth can be accommodated (priority development area) and what areas need protection
(priority conservation area) in the region; and

WHEREAS, a prionity development arca must meet all of the following critenia: (2) within an
existing community, (b) near existing or planned fixed transit (or served by comparable bus service)
and (c) is planmed, or is planning, for more housing; and

WHEREAS, local governments and congestion management agencies in the mine county San
Francisco Bay Area are cligible to apply for designation of an area within their community as a priority
development area; and

WHEREAS, the regional agencies are committed to securing imcentives and providing
technical assistance to designated priority development areas so that positive change can be achieved in
comimunities working to advance focused growth.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the C/CAG Board, a Joint Powers Agency
representing the twenty cities and the County in San Mateo County, authorizes submutting an
application to designate the E1 Camino Real Corridor within San Mateo County as part of a priority
development area comprised of areas along the El Camino Real from each of the jurisdictions along the
cormidor and authorizes C/CAG fo act as the lead applicant.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 9TH DAY OF AUGUST 2007.

Deborah C. Gordon, Chair

-13- 1265690.1



-1 4~



FOCUSING OUR VISION (FOCUS) PROGRAM
Application for Priority Development Area Designation

Enter information in the spaces provided. E-mail this completed application form and affachments requested in this
application form to FOCUS@abag.ca.gov by Friday, June 29, 2007.

Contact Person Richard Napier
Title Executive Director
Department N/A
Street Address 555 County Center Fith Floor )
City Redwood City )
Zip Code 84063
Phone Number 650 0991420
Fax Number _ 650 361-8227
Emait mapier@co.sanmateo.ca.us
b. Area Name and Location El Camino Real in Menlo Park, Redwood City, San Carlos, Befmont, San
Mateo, Burlingame, Millbras, San Bruno, South San Francisco, Colma, Daly
L City, San Mateo County B
¢ Area Size 1/4 of a mile on each side of the El Camino Real Corridor
(recommended minimum acreage = 100} | 10 Square Miles - 6,400 Acres
d. Public Transit Serving the Area Samtrans Routes 390, 391, 397, KX, MX, PX, RX See Table 4-6

| FUTURE GOAL (Horizon Year: 2035)
a. Types of Zoning in Priority Area Mix of Uses - Housing-Retail- Similar with TOD Emphasis around rail
(land uses and densities) Commercial-industrial and bus transit centers. Emphasis on
Housing
b. Total Housing Units (Best Estimate) 10,000 Increase Housing in Corridor by 10-
15,000
c. Total Jobs (Best Estimate) 30,000 Increase Jobs in Corridor by 5,000

2. Isthe proposed priority area currently recognized in the General Plan (i.e., called out as TOD, infilletc.)? B | X
b. Have other plans (any targeted planning efforts including specific plans, precise plans, area plans, and
supporting environmental studies) been developed within the last 15 years that cover the priority area? = O
Note: If yes, please attach brief list of individual planning efforts and date completed.

¢. lsthe proposed priority area within the boundaries of a redevelopment area? =

April 2007
Page10f3
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FOCUSING OUR VISION (FOCUS) PROGRAM
Application for Priority Development Area Designation

A Attaoh a map showmg the proposed boundanes of the potenhal prlorlty area and any other relevant mformatlon forlland
uses, fransit, etc. Photos of current conditions in the priority area are opticnal.

questions and prowdes any other relevant |nformat|on.

=z What is the overall vision for this area?

= What has to occur in order to fully realize this vision? What has occurred there recently {past 5 years)? Describe
relevant planning processes, and how the needs of community members were addressed.

= Describe how this priority area has the potential to be a leading example of smart growth for the Bay Area, ]

SEE ATTACHED NARRATIVE

For Additonal Information See the following Web Sites

Redwood City Downtown Precise Plan:
httprredwoodcity.org/cds/planning/precise/preciseplan. html

City of San mateo "El Camino Real Commercial Corridor Districts™:
http://cityofsanmateo.org/dept/planning/landuse/elcamimo.html

Grand Boulevard Imitiative:
http://www.elcaminoreborn.com/

City/ County Association of Governments 2005 Annual Report:
http://www.ccag.ca.gov/pdf/documents/ccag202005%20(final).pdf

April 2007
Page 2 of 3
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FOCUSING OUR VISION (FOCUS) PROGRAM
Application for Priority Development Area Designation

TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE

1 Assistance with policies to
implement existing plan

& Assistance with photo- simulations
to depict future conditions

X Assistance with local workshops
and tours

& Other: Calfrans Negotiations

REQUEST FOR PLANNING GRANTS

B3 Funding for new area-wide specific
plan or brecise plan

Funding to update existing area-
wide specific plan or precise plan

&4 Funding for EIR to implement
existing area-wide plan

53 Other. Matching Funds to C/CAG
Planning Grants -$740,000

REQUEST FOR CAPITAL GRANTS®

X Funding for transportation projects
(including pedestrian/bicycle)

3 Funding for housing projects
53 Funding for water/sewer capacity
& Funding for parks/urban greening

&< Funding for streetscape
improvements

B Other: Matching funds to County
State/ Federal Transportation
Funds

*If any box checked, Part 7 applies.

e 2 = i, S e
o 3 % % z
a able: ar -8 Ferets 9%)
Fopl s STt SRR e
A A A, 2L e e

poie

if you ére interested in capital grants as a potential incentive, please attach a budget that details the types of infrastructure
improvements that will be needed in order to realize the vision for the priority area. This budget can include transportaion,
: housing, road repairs, water/sewer capacity, parks and other critical amenities. A sample budget is provided for guidance.

If submitting an infrastructure budget is not feasible at this time, please note why:

In addition to elecironic submission, mail one hard copy of this application and attachments requested in this application form
to the following address:

Association of Bay Area Governments
Metropolitan Transportation Commissicn

Bay Area Air Quality Management District

Bay Conservation and Development Commission
P.0. Box 2050

Oakland, CA 94604-2050

Attn: Jaqueline Guzman

For questions regarding the application, please contact Jaqueline Guzman, ABAG Regional Planner, at
JackieG@abaa.ca.qov or 510.464.7994 or Doug Johnson, MTC Transportation Planner, at dichnson@mtc.ca.qov or
510.817.5846.

Apnl 2007
Page 3 of 3
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: August 9, 2007

To: C/CAG Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier

Subject: Review and accept the status update on the C/CAG 3™ Cycle Transit Oriented

Development (TOD) Incentive Program

(For further information please contact Richard Napier at 599-1420 or Sandy Wong at 599-1409)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and accept the statos update on the C/CAG 3" cycle Transit Oriented
Development (TOD) incentive program.

FISCAL IMPACT

This is no fiscal impact in recelving this update. Funding for the TOD program has been included n
the adopted C/CAG budget.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

The funding sources include the State Transportation Improvement Program, Surface Transportation
Program, and Transportation for Livable Communities.

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION

The objective of this program is to encourage high-density housing (greater than 40 units per acre)
within 1/3 of a mile of a BART or Caltrain station. For eligible housing projects, C/CAG will make a
commitment to program the incentive funds to a transportation project identified by the sponsor if the
housing is built within two years.

During the 3™ cycle of this program, a total of 14 projects were approved for the Transit Oriented
Development Housing Incentive Program Initiative. Based on the number of bedrooms approved there
will be $1,182 available for each bedroom built and an additional $148 available for each affordable
bedroom built.

Approved TOD housing projects must be under construction by May 12, 2007 in order for sponsoring
Jjurisdictions to be eligible to receive transportation funds. Six (6) out of the 14 approved TOD projects
were ‘“Not Under Construction” as of the May 12, 2007. Staff is working with sponsors of the
remaining eight project sponsors to program the transportation projects, upon final confirmation of

program requirements. The eight projects will have a total of 1296 bedrooms including 613 affordable
bedrooms.

ATTACHMENT

ITEM 4.3
Summary of 3™ Cycle TOD program.
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: August 9, 2007
To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors
From: Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director

Subject: Review and Approval of Resolution 07-21, Authorizing the C/CAG Chatr to
Execute an Amendment to the Eisenberg, Olivieri. and Associates, Inc. (EOA)
Contract in the Amount of $62,000 for Managing the Countywide Water Pollution
Prevention Program's "Sustainable, Green Streets and Parking Lots Project” as a
Programmatic AB1546 Project

(For further information or questions, contact Matt Fabry at 415-508-2134)

RECOMMENDATION

Review and approval of Resolution 07-21, authorizing the C/CAG chair to execute an
amendment to the Eisenberg, Olivieri, and Associates, Inc. (EOA) contract in the amount of
$62,000 for managing the Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program's "Sustainable,
Green Streets and Parking Lots Project” as a Programmatic AB1546 project in accordance with
the staff recommendation.

FISCAL IMPACT

Not to exceed $62,000, to be funded completely with existing AB1546 programmatic funds.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

The AB1546 program collects revenue through a $4 increase in vehicle license fees. One fourth
of this amount goes toward programmatic stormwater projects. To date, approximately $1.2
million has been collected for programmatic stormnwater projects. The necessary funds for
managing the Sustainable, Green Streets and Parking Lots Project for Fiscal Year 2007-08
(362.000) will come from these funds and not impact the existing approved NPDES budget.

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION

The San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program (Countywide Program) is
developing a Sustainable, Green Streets and Parking Lots project for which C/CAG previously
approved a scope and budget. This project includes utilizing a consultant to develop a design
standards manual for incorporating stormwater treatment measures into street and parking lot
projects as well as providing competitive and non-competitive funds to municipalities in San
Mateo County to incorporate such measures into their projects. This requires someone to
manage the consultant contract and distribution of funds to competitive and non-competitive
projects. The Countywide Program's technical consultant, EOA, proposed to provide these
services as an alternative item in its recent proposal for services. The proposed scope of work is
attached to this agenda report as Exhibit A. The stormwater Technical Advisory Committee
discussed EOA's proposal and agreed it would be appropriate for themn to manage the project.

Therefore, staff proposes a line-item amendment to EOA's contract for the $62,000, which will [TEM 4.4
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be funded completely with AB 1546 funds. The Countywide Program will evaluate the ongoing
need for these services in future fiscal years when renewing the technical consultant contracts
with EOA and County Health for fiscal years 2008-09 and beyond.

ATTACHMENTS

s Resolution 07-21
Proposed Amendment No. 1 to EOA's Contract

o Exhibit A - EOA's Proposed Scope of Work for Managing the Sustatnable, Green Sweets
and Parking Lots Project

ALTERNATIVES

1- Review and approval of Resolution 07-21, authonzing the C/CAG chair to execute an
amendment to the Eisenberg, Olivieri, and Associates, Inc. (EOA) contract in the
amount of $62,000 for managing the Countywide Water Pollution Prevention
Program's "Sustainable, Green Streets and Parking Lots Project” as 2 Programmatic
AB1546 project in accordance with the staff recommendation.

2- Review and approval of Resolution 07-21, anthorizing the C/CAG chair to execute an
amendment to the Eisenberg, Olivieri, and Associates, Inc. (EQA) contract in the
amount of $62,000 for managing the Countywide Water Pollution Prevention
Program's "Sustainable, Green Sireets and Parking Lots Project” as a Programmatic
ABI1546 project in accordance with the staff recommendation with modifications.

3- No action.

-24-



RESOLUTION NO. 07-21

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CITY/COUNTY
ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY (C/CAG)
AUTHORIZING THE C/CAG CHAIR TO EXECUTE AN AMENDMENT TO THE
EISENBERG, OLIVIER]I, AND ASSOCIATES, INC. (EOA) CONTRACT IN THE
AMOUNT OF $62,000 FOR MANAGING THE COUNTYWIDE WATER POLLUTION
PREVENTION PROGRAM'S "SUSTAINABLE, GREEN STREETS AND PARKING
LOTS PROJECT" AS A PROGRAMMATIC AB1546 PROJECT

WHEREAS, the City/County Association of Governments (C/CAG) manages the Countywide
Water Pollution Prevention Program (Countywide Program); and,

WHEREAS, the C/CAG ¢ollects funds for stormwater pollution prevention projects through an
increase in vehicle license fees in San Mateo County under AB1546; and,

WHEREAS, the Couniywide Program developed and C/CAG approved a "Sustainable, Green
Streets and Parking Lots" project to address stormwater pollution from vehicles and
transportation infrastructure in accordance with the requirements of AB1546; and,

WHEREAS, the Conntywide Program requires assistance mn managing the Sustainable, Green
Streets and Parking Lois Project; and,

WHEREAS, the Countywide Program's technical consultant EOA proposed providing
management assistance as an alternative task 1 its March 2007 Proposal to Provide Technical
Services; and,

WHEREAS, the Countywide Program's Techmical Advisory Committee reviewed EOA's
proposal and recommend EOA provide the additional management services; and,

WHEREAS, EOA provided the attached scope of services (Exhibit A) for managing the
Sustainable, Green Streets and Parking Lot Project; and,

WHEREAS, sufficient funds for providing management of the Sustainable, Green Streets and
Parking Lots project have been collected through the vehicle license fee increase;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the City/County
Association of Governments of San Mateo County that the C/CAG Chair be authorized to
execute a line-item amendment to EOA Inc.'s contract in the amount of $62,000 to manage the
Countywide Program's Sustainable, Green Streets and Parking Lots Project in accordance with
EOA's proposed scope of services.

APPROVED AND ADOPTED THIS 9TH DAY OF AUGUST 2007.

Deborah C. Gordon., Chair
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AMENDMENT (No. 1) TO TBE AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY/COUNTY
ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY AND EISENBERG,
OLIVIERI, ASSOCIATES, INC.

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors of the City/County Association of Governments for San
Mateo County (hereinafier referred to as C/CAG), at its June 14, 2007 meeting, approved an
agreemnent with Eisenberg, Olivieri, and Associates, Inc. (hereinafter referred to as Consultant) to

provide technical services to the Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program for fiscal year
2007-08; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG has determined that additional consulting services are needed as defined in
the attached Scope of Work (Exhibit A); and

WHEREAS, up to an additional sixty-two thousand dollars ($62,000.00) may be required to
complete said work; and

WHEREAS, Consultant has reviewed and accepied this amendment;
IT IS HEREBY AGREED by the C/CAG Chair and Consultant that:

1. Consultant will provide the additional consulting services described in the attached Scope of
Work (Exhibit A); and

2. The added funding provided to Consultant by C/CAG under this amendment will be no
more than sixgy-two thousand doflars ($62,000.00) for the completion of the additional
work, thereby making the new maximum total contract amount seven hundred thirteen
thousand five hundred dollars ($713,500.00), and

3. All other provisions of the original agreement between C/CAG and Consultant dated June
14, 2007 shall remain in full force and effect; and

4. Payment for services under this amendment shall be on a time and materials basis, based
upon the receipt of invoices for the actual costs, and with services to be performed only
upon the request of C/CAG staff after review of specific work plans for individual tasks;
and

5. This amendment to the agreement shall take effect upon signature by both parties.

For C/CAG Chair: For Consultant:
Deborah C. Gordon, Chair Signature
Date: August 5, 2007 By:

Approved as to form: Date:

Miruni Soosaipillai, C/CAG Legal Counsel
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Exhibit A

Scope of Work to Help Implement the
Sustainable, Green Streets and Parking Lots Project
EOA, Inc.

July 20, 2007

This describes the tasks for assisting the San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program’s

(SMCWPPP) Coordinator to implement this project during the period from August 2007 through August
2008.

Assist with Consulting Services Consultant Selection, Contract Execution, and Contract
Mapagement

1. Finish completion of a Request for Proposals (REP) package for retaining consulting services to
support the implementation of the Sustainable, Green Streets and Parking Lots Project. The
consulting services will include developing a stormwater design standards guidebook of
stormwater pollution prevention, treatment, and flow contro} BMPs for municipalities to use n
planning new and revitalizing existing urban streets and parking lots 1o achieve multiple water
quantity and quality benefits. The consulting services retained through the RFP may also include
providing technical support to the municipalities that have received competitive grants from
C/CAG to implement demonstration projects.

This task will include compiling a distribution list of fioms to distribute the RFP to and
advertising the availability of the RFP according to C/CAG’s usual procedures. The RFP will be
mailed to the firms on the distoibution list,

This task will include helping to form a selection comsmittee and to coordinate the activities of the
selection comnittee by assisting them to review submitted proposals, conduct interviews, as
needed, and make a recommendation for selection to SMCWPPP’s Technical Advisory
Committee. This work will be mitiated during the summer and completed during the fall of 2007.

2. Assist with the implementation of activities needed for C/CAG to consider approval of the
consuitant selected and the execution of a contract for the agreed upon services. It is anticipated
that the contract would be executed around December 2007.

3. Assist with managing the contracted services through August 2008. This will include checking
that the work being performed meets the agreed upon scope of services, reviewing consultant
invoices, making recommendations for payment, when appropnate, and assisting SMCWPPP’s
Project Coordinator with any needed tasks associated with managing the consultant contract.

The technical consultant will be responsible for developing a stormwater design standards
guidebook for designing sustainable, green streets and parking lots in San Mateo Counnty. This
guidebook is anticipated to be completed around August 2008. It is anticipated that SMCWPPP’s
existing Sustainable, Green Streets, and Parking Lots Work Group, which is described below,
would oversee the planning, preparation, and completion of the gnidebook.

Assist with the Management of the Sustainable, Green Strcets and Parking Lots Grants

1. Continue to help SMCWPPP’s Sustainable, Green Streets, and Parking Lots Work Group to plan
and hold meetings to continue with the planning and implementation of the Sustainable, Green
Streets and Parking Lots Project. This will include helping to implement actions based on the
work group’s direction and with the concurrence of SMCWPPP’s Project Coordinator. This will
include helping to conduct up fo eleven work group meetings during the year.




2. Assist C/CAG to complete an agreement with San Mateo County Department of Parks on the vse
of the non-competitive grant funds that will be used to help plan and construct new stormwater
pollution prevention and treatment features at the Fitzgerald Marine Reserve’s new parking lot.
The agreement between C/CAG and San Mateo County Department of Parks on the grant funds is
expected to be completed during the fall of 2007. The grant funds will be used initially in 2008 to
complete a preliminary design of the parking lot’s stormwater pollution prevention and treatment
features. Construction of the new visitor center and parking lot is expected to be completed within
five years depending on the availability of funding from sources other than C/CAG. This task wiil
include assisting the San Mateo County Department of Parks, when requested, to ideniify how to
obtain the technical services they will need 1o complete the grant fanded work.

3. Complete application formns and supporting materials needed to initiate a process for awarding,
competitive grants to municipalities within San Mateo County for demonstration projects, The
work will include identifying a selection process for grant funding based upon agreed to selection
criteria. A workshop will be held to explain the grant application and selection process and to
assist interested municipalities understand how 1o complete grant applications. Following the
selection of grants to fund, assistance will be provided to complete agreements between C/CAG
and the grant recipients and to support the grant recipients, when requested, to obtain the
technical services they may need to complete the grant funded work. These tasks are expected to
be initiated this fall and continue through August 2008. The assistance will include checking with
grant recipients that the work scheduled during this period is being completed on time or that
adjustments to the schedule and scope of work are made when appropriate.

4. Continue to assist SMCWPPP to jdentify a non-competitive bayside countywtde demoustration
project and assist C/CAG to enter into an agreement with the grant recipient. If a worthwhile
project cannot be identified, a recommendation wi{l be made to C/CAG to consider transferring
the funds allocated to this potential project to the competitive demonstration projects. This task
should be completed during the fall of 2007.



C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: August 9, 2007

To: C/CAG Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, Executive Director

Subject: Review and approval of Resolution (7-23 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to
execute an agreement with SamTrans for $100,000 to expand bus service in
Pacifica.

(For further information or questions contact Tom Madalena at 599-1460)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board of Directors review and approve resclution 07-23 anthonzing the C/CAG
chair to execute an agreement with SamTrans for $100,000 to expand bus service i Pacifica in
accordance with staff recommendation.

FISCAL IMPACT

The total additional funding obligated through the new agreement and extensions will not exceed
$100,000 in order 10 implement expanded bus service to continue through August 31, 2009. This
amount is dexived from the remaining funds for the FY07/08 Coastside/Pacifica Shuttle.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

Funding to support the shuttle programs will be derived from the Congestion Relief Plan adopted
by C/CAG and included in the Fiscal Year 07/08 budget. C/CAG’s budget for Local Service

Programs for FY 07/08 is $500,000 plus $300,000 in matching funds from the Transportation
Authority.

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION

The Pacifica shuitle was approved by the Board at the August 10, 2006 meeting for a total
amount of $156,956.38, which was the amount remaining from the original $160,000 Devil’s
Shide emergency grant. The Pacifica Shuttle Stakeholders Commuittee had been convened to
establish the service. The Pacifica Shuttle began service m October 2006. Unfortunately the
route was in some cases duplicating existing SamTrans service. After learning of concemn by
SamTrans that ridership was being lost to the shuttle the Pacifica Shuttle Stakeholder Committee
convened again to find a solution for the shuttle route that would be satisfactory to all parties. It

ITEM 4.5




was recommended by the commitiee to work with SamTrans by nroviding $100,000 of the
remaining funding for the shuttle to SamTrans for augmented bus service on the 14 apd 110
SamTrans bus lines.

This augmented service will provide additional bus stops in Pacifica and will extend evening
service on Route 14 Monday through Friday. Saturday service will be extended into the evening
for boih Route 14 and Route 110. There will also now be Sunday service on Route 14. The
agreement with SamTrans will require SamTrans to provide this augmented service for 2 vears.
The approved Pacifica shuttle funds would have provided shuttle service for FY 07/08 whereas
the agreement with Saratrans will provide the expanded bus service through FY 08/09.
SamTraps has agreed to match the $100,000 of C/CAG funding so that the service can be
provided for two years through FY 08/09.

The new bus service can start as early as Sunday August 19, 2007 should the agreement be

approved. The agreement will be written to the satisfaction of legal counsel for both C/CAG and
SamTrans.

ALTERNATIVES

1) Review and approval of resolution 07-23 authorizing the C/CAG chair {o execute an
agreement with SamTrans for $100,000 to expand bus service in Pacifica in accordance
with staff recommendation.

2) Review and approval of resolution 07-23 authorizing the C/CAG chair to execute an
agreement with SamTrans for $100,000 to expand bus service in Pacifica in accordance
with staff recommendation with modifications.

3) No action

ATTACHMENTS

e Resolution 07-23
»  BEmail from Chuck Harvey at SamTrans
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RESOLUTION 07-23

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CITY/COUNTY
ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY
AUTHORIZING THE C/CAG CBAIR TO EXECUTE AN AGREEMENT WITH
SAMTRANS FOR $100,000 TO EXPAND BUS SERVICE IN PACIFICA

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors of the City/County Association of

Governments at its February 14, 2002 meeting approved the Countywide Traffic
Congestion Relie( Plan; and,

WHEREAS, one component of that Plan was support for the Local Service
Program; and,

WHEREAS, on June 14, 2007 the C/CAG Board approved the Pacifica Shuttle
program to be funded through June 30, 2008; and,

WHEREAS, the Pacifica Shattle Stakeholder Committee has recommended that
the funding provided through the local service program be directed to Samtrans for
expanded bus service in Pacifica; and,

WHEREAS, C/CAG has determined that the expanded SamTrans bus service
will benefit the community of Pacifica for two years instead of one year that the original
Pacifica Shuttle grant funded;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the
City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County that the Chair is
authonzed to execute an agreement with SamTrans for $100,000 for expanded bus
service in Pacifica. The agreement shall be in a form approved by C/CAG Legal Counsel.
In accordance with C/CAG adopted policy, the C/CAG Chair may admimstratively
authorize up to an additional 5% of the original total contract amount in the event that
there are unforeseen costs associated with the project.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 9TH DAY OF AUGUST 2007.

Deborah C. Gordon, Chair
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From: "Harvey, Chuck” <harveyc@samtrans.com>
To: "Christine Grub!” <christine@cormmute.org>, "Cook, Richard" <cookr@samtra. ..
Date: 711212007 3:05 PM
Subject: RE: Schedule Next Pacifica Stakeholder Group Meeting
CC: "Mike Stevenson” <mike@commute.org>, "Kim Comstock” <kim@commute.org>, ...
Hi all:

Since our last meeting | have had my Operations Planning group working
up final run cuts and cost estimates for the augmentation of the
SamTrans Pacifica services that we discussed. | would like to update
you on our progress and define the next sieps.

First, we have confirmed that we can provide the following service
improvements as discussed:

*

Extend Route 14 evening trips M-F to match up to the 110 until
approx. 10 pm

* Add trips on Saturday to fill in the service to provide hourly
service on Route 14
* Extend Saturday service on the 110 and 14 to provide a longer
service day, with the last trip being coordinated to end at approx 9 pm

* Add 10 trips on Sunday to provide for an all new Sunday service
for Route 14

Doug Johnson and Chester Patton from my team will email you the specific
route/time sheets as soon as they lock them down in the next couple of
days so that you have the exact trips and times that have been added.

Second, we have confirmed and are moving forward with implementing this
service expansion by our August run book, which means by the new school
year Pacifica residents will be able to enjoy these added services!

Third, we have confirmed the cost to operate these added services is
approx $95,000 annuzlly on an incremental cost basis. This doesn’t
include costs to print and distribute new public timetables and maps, or
any overhead allocation. SamTrans will contribute these additional
costs, provided we reach a final agreement with the City of Pacifica and
the Alliance to allocate the remaining $100,000 from your Devil's Slide
shuttle account to SamTrans. We will match that dollar for dollar PLUS
eat the overhead and printing costs, which will resuit in our ability to
jointly fund and operate these added services for a minimum of 2 years.
We don't need to have the funds transferred to start. Assuming all
agree, we will proceed and draft an MOU for your signature that will
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define the agreement and allow the transfer of the funds to SamTrans as
a revenue source to partially fund these setvices. My staff will draft
the MOU materials and we'll work through this over the next few weeks.

Fourth, our operations team is currently reviewing the route alignment,

with the goal to move the bus off Rosita and operate on Linda Mar as

much as possible, which was desired by the committee to provide better
access to destinations on Linda Mar. We will advise you our final
recommendations, and how much assistance we might need from the city to
gef approvals to place new bus stops on Linda Mar. If this process

takes longer than expected, we can light up the new service using the
Rosita alighment and then transition to Lindza Mar later this fall.

All we need to confinue is to hear back from the committee and the
Alliance that the above is acceptable and that you agree to co-sponsor
these system improvements for the 2 year period as proposed above. In
the interest of the time required to make these changes, my team is
moving rapidly to implement, so if there are any last minute snags that

I am not aware of, you need to get in contact with us ASAP.

This coltaboration is an excelient example of working together to solve
some of the unmet needs that your commitiee identified, while doing sc
using available resources at the lowest possible cost. This will aliow

us the time to market the service, get the word out there and create
some ridership, which is our uitimate goal. We'll meet in the near

future to make sure we establish some definitions and measurements of
success that we can gather from our operating data and share with the
group on a monthly/quarterly basis. While no one can guarantee that the
service will survive past the 2 year pilot time period, # is our intent

to give this a really good chance fo succeed, while we look for future
funding partnership opportunities that would aliow such service
augmentations to be renewed.

I will be out of town from July 13 until July 23 50 if you have any
questions or concems, please contact Chester Patton, who is copied on
this email, and can be reached at 508-6414 office or 740-6261 cell.

| want to personally thank all of you for placing your frust in SamTrans
to work with us to improve transportation options for Pacifica
residents. We take this responsibility seriously and will do all that

we can to provide a high quality product when we initiate these added
services.

Sincerely,
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Chuck Harvey
Chief Operating Officer

SamTrans

-—~Qriginal Message-—---

From: Christine Grubl [mailto:christine@commute.org]

Sent; Wednesday, June 27, 2007 4:04 PM

To: Cook, Richard; bwatson@parkpca.com; ocampov@ci.pacifica.ca.us;
Harvey, Chuck; sued@parca.org; brumm-merrilm@ci.pacifica.ca.us;
barietta@hotmail.com; nortonw@cl.pacifica.ca.us;
langej@ci.pacifica.ca.us; tmadalena@co.sanmateo.ca.us;
jlianides@pacificasd.org; paccollab@pacificasd.org;
lennonm@ci.pacifica.ca.us; don@pacificachamber.org

Cc¢: Mike Stevenson; Kim Comstock

Subject: RE: Schedule Next Pacifica Stakeholder Group Meeting

The Agenda and minutes for our last meeting are enclosed for your
reference for our meeting tomorrow at 1:30 p.m. As always, if any
changes are neaded {o either attached document we ¢an do so at the
meeting.

Thank you and look forward to seeing you then.

Christine Maley-Grubl

From: Christine Grubl

Sent: Thursday, June 07, 2007 8:43 AM

To: 'Cook, Richard'; 'bwatson@parkpca.com'; 'ocampov@ci.pacifica.ca.us'
‘harveyc@samirans.com'; 'sued@parca.org’;
‘brumm-mertillm@ci.pacifica.ca.us’; 'harietta@hotmail.com’,
'nortonw@ci.pacifica.ca.us"; 'langej@ci.pacifica.ca.us’;
‘trnadalena@ca.sanmateo.ca.us'; jJlianides@pacificasd.org’;
‘paccollab@pacificasd.org'; lennonm@ci.pacifica.ca.us"
'don@pacificachamber.org’

Cc: Mike Stevenson; Kim Comstock

Subject: RE: Schedule Next Pacifica Stakeholder Group Meeting
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: August 9, 2007
To: C/CAG Board of Directors
From: David F. Carbone, C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) Staff
TEL: 650/363-4417, FAX: 650/363-4849; email: dcarbone(@co.sanmateo.ca.us
Subject: Review and Approval of a Recommendation from the C/CAG Airport Land Use
Coromittee (ALUC), Re: Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan (CLUP) Consistency
Review of a Referral From the City of Redwood City, Re: A Proposed Zoning
Amendment and Adoption of a Precise Plan for the Proposed Peninsula Park
Mixed — Use Development on Bair Island Road Southeast of San Carlos Airport
RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board of Direciors, aciing as the Airport Lapd Use Commission, approve a
unanimous recommendation from the C/CAG Airport Land Use Corumittee {ALUC), to determine
that the proposed City of Redwood City zoning amendment and Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan
are consistent with the applicable airport land use compatibibty criteria, as contained in the San
Mateo County Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan December 1996, as amended, for San Carlos
Airport, based on the Board’s adoption of the foliowing conditions:

1.

Amend the Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan document 1o include the following text to
address airport-related safety concerns:

“Future development within the Peninsula Park Precise Plan area shall comply with all
relevant FAA standards and criteria for safety, regarding flashing lights, reflective material,
land uses which may attract large concentrations of birds, HVAC exhaust vents, and any uses
which may generate electrical or electronic interference with aircraft communications and/or
ipstrumentation.”

Amend the Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan document to include the following text to
address FAR Part 77 airspace protection parameters

“The project sponsor shall submit the height and location of each of the 10 residential towers
to the FAA, via FAA Fonn 7460-1, “Notice of Proposed Construction or Alteration” for an
airspace impact evaluation, via a formal FAA aeronautical study. The findings of the FAA
aeronautical study will be incorporated into the final approval for the construction of each
tower in the Precise Plan area”

' For FAA purposes, the maximum building height for each residential tower will include the height of the
bighest element on top of the tower (i.e. flag pole, light standard, HVAC equipmen, cte )

ITEM 4.6
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C/CAG Agenda Report, Re: Review and Approval of 2 Recommendation from the C/CAG
Aijrport Land Use Committee (ALUC), Re: Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan (CLUP)
Consistency Review of a Referral From the City of Redwood City, Re: A Proposed Zoning
Amendment and Adoption of a Precise Plan for the Proposed Peninsula Park Mixed ~ Use
Development on Bair Island Road Southeast of San Carlos Airport

Angust 9, 2007

Page 2 of 6

RECCMMENDATION - continued

3.

The project sponsor shall conduct and submit an acoustical study, to the City of Redwood
City, for the residentia! portion of the project, in accordance with California Code of
Regulations Title 24, Part 2, to identify the exterior reference or criterion level for the project
site. In the event that such study indicates an extenor reference or criterion level greater than
60 dB CNEL, then in that event, the project sponsor shall conduct and submit an additional
acoustical study to identify appropriate acoustic elements to be installed during construction
to achieve an interior noise level of not more than 45 dB CNEL in all habitable rooms, based
on aircraft noise events related to aircraft operations at San Carlos Airport, commercial air
traffic, and transient general aviation traffic that generally occurs within two miles of the
project site. The report shall be submitted to and approved by the City of Redwood City
Building Department, prior to the issuance of any building permits for residential
construction. This requirement is conststent with the following sections of the 200/
California Building Code, Appendix 12, Division I14 - Sound Transmission Control. Section
1208A.1.1 Purpose and Scope, Section 1208A.8.2 Allowable Interior Noise Levels, Section
1208A.8.3 Airport Noise Sources, and Section 1208A 8.5 Compliance.

The project sponsor shall conduct and submit an acoustical study for the proposed hotel on the
project site to identify the exterior reference or criterion level for the project site. In the event
that such study indicates an exterior reference or criterion level greater than 60 dB CNEL,
then 1n that event, the project sponsor shaj} conduct and submit an additional acoustical study
to identify appropriate acoustic elements, to be mstalled during construction, to achieve an
interior noise level of not more than 45 dB CNEL 1 all sleeping rooms, based on aircraft
noise events related o aircraft operations at San Carlos Airport, commercial air traffic, and
transient general aviation traffic that generally occurs within two miles of the project site.
The report shall be submitted to and approved by the City of Redwood City Building
Depariment, prior to the issuance of any building permits for hotel construction. This
requirement is consistent with the following sections of the 2007 California Building Code,
Appendix 12, Division ITA - Sound Transmission Control. Section 1208A.1.1 Purpose and
Scope, Section 1208 A 8.2 Allowable Interior Noise Levels, Section 1208A.8 .3 Airport Noise
Sources, and Section 1208A.8.5 Compliance.
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C/CAG Agenda Report, Re: Review and Approval of a Recommendation from the C/CAG
Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC), Re: Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan (CLUP)
Consistency Review of a Referral From the City of Redwood City, Re: A Proposed Zoning
Amendment and Adoption of a Precise Plan for the Proposed Peninsula Park Mixed - Use
Development on Bair Island Road Seutheast of San Carlos Airport

August 9, 2007

Page 3 of 6

RECOMMENDATION - continued

5. Amend the Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan document to include the following text, to
address state-mandated real estate disclosure for properties located within the adopted San
Carlos Airport Influence Area (AIA) boundary:

“All of the Draft Peninsula Precise Plan area is located within Area B of the adopted Airport
Influence Area (AIA) boundary for San Carlos Airport. Therefore, all transfers of real
property within the Precise Plan area are subject to the real estate disclosure requirements
specified in Chapter 456, Statues of 2002.

6. Amend the Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan document to include the following text, to
address state-mandated general plan and/or specific plan compliance with the relevant
airport/land use compatibility criteria in the adopted airport/land use plan:

“Califorma Government Code Section 65302.3 states that a local agency general plan and/or
any affected specific plan must be consistent with the applicable airport/land use
compatibility criteria contained 1n the relevant adopted airport land use plan (CLUP). The
goals, objectives, policies, and development critena contained in this document are consistent
with the applicable airport/land use compatibility criteria contained in the San Mateo County
Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan December 1996, as amended, for San Carlos Airport.”

FISCAL IMPACT
None.

BACKGROUND

The City of Redwood City has referred a proposed zoning amendment and draft Precise Plan for the
proposed mixed-use Peninsula Park project to the Airport Land Use Commission (C/CAG Board) for
a determination of consistency of the Precise Plan with the relevant Jand use compatibility criteria in
the San Mareo County Comprehensive Airport Lend Use Plan December 1996, as amended, for San
Carlos Alirport (see Atiachment 1). The project site is located within Area B of the Airport Influence
Area (AIA) boundary for San Carlos Airport. The Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan is subject to
ALUC/C/CAG review, pursuant to California PUC Code section 21676 (b). The state-mandated 60-
day airport/land use compatibility review period will end on August 31, 2007.
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C/CAG Agenda Report, Re: Review and Approval of a Recommendatien from the C/CAG
Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC), Re; Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan (CLUP)
Consistency Review of a Referral From the City of Redwood City, Re: A Proposed Zoning
Amendment and Adoption of a Precise Plan for the Proposed Peninsula Park Mixed - Use
Development on Bair Island Road Southeast of San Carlos Airport

August 9, 2007

Page 4 of 6
BACKGROUND - continned

The proposed residential, commercial, marina, and public park complex is located on the northeast
side of U.S. Highway 101, between the Whipple Ave./U. S. Highway 101 interchange and the
Seaport Blvd./U. S. Highway 101 interchange, approximately 1.4 miles southeast of the threshold of
Runway 30 at San Carlos Airport. The project site consists of the existing Peninsula Marina property
on the southeast side Bair Island Road. A vicinity map of the Peninsula Park site, in relation to the
threshold of Runway 20 at San Carlos Airport, 1s shown in the attached AL UC Staff Report.

The existing zoning on the site is General Commercial. The proposed land use policy action 1s to
change the zoning from General Commercial to Precise Plan (*"P”), to allow the mix of land uses
proposed in the Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan (see Table 1. below). The Precise Plan document
sets forth specific land use parameters, development standards, and design criteria to guide future
development of the project site. Implementation of the Precise Plan would eventually replace the
existing commercial/office/retail uses on the site,

The proposed Draft Peninsula Part Precise Plan includes the following land uses and maximum
building heights:

Table I.
Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan L.and Use and Bnilding Height Summary

Total Project Site 33.24 acres

Residentjal’ 796 units

Office None

Hotel 200 Rooms

Commercial’ 10,000 sq. ft.

Public Park Area 2.79 acres

Marina and Canals 5.38 acres

Marina Siips 25-40

Maximum Building Height 100-120 feet above ground level (AGL)

(Note: 10 buildings at this height)

* Inclodes three housing types: townhouse/rowhouse, low-risc flats, and mid-tise towers, up to 120 feet AGL,
Parlang structures are internal to each portion of the residential development.

* Includes 2,500 square feet of sit-down restaurant spacc.
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C/CAG Agenda Report, Re: Review and Approval of a Recommendation from the C/CAG
Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC), Re: Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan (CLUP)
Consistency Review of a Referral From the City of Redwood City, Re: A Proposed Zoning
Amendment and Adoption of a Precise Plan for the Proposed Peninsula Park Mixed — Use
Development on Bair Island Road Southeast of San Carlos Airport

August 9, 2007

Page 5 of 6
PISCUSSION

The C/CAG Airport-Land Use Committee (ALUC) reviewed the proposed zoning amendment and
Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan at a Special Meeting on July 26, 2007, The Committee members
discussed each of the three airport/land use compatibility issues addressed in the San Mateo Counry
Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan 1996, as amended for San Carlos Airport: (1) height of
structures/airspace protection, (2) aircraft noise impacts, including aircraft overflight, and (3) safety
concerns, in great detail (see Attachment No. 1. C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) Staff
Report, dated July 19, 2007). They also discussed the Jocation of the project site, in relation to the
Avigation Easement Review Area (AERA) boundary for San Carlos Airport. ALUC Staff noted that
the project site was located beyond the AERA boundary and therefore, does not meet the criteria for
the Committee and the C/CAG Board to request the City of Redwood City to require the grant of an
avigation easement to the County of San Mateo, as the airport propnetor, as part of the City’s
approval of the project.

Prior to the meeting, the project sponsor, Paul Powers, requested that clarification language be added
to ALUC Staff recommended Conditions No_ 3 and 4., regarding acoustical studies to be conducted
for the residential and hotel portions of the proposed project. The requested language was based on
the relevant sections of Appendix Chapter 12, Division /1, of the current California Building Code.
ALUC Staff reviewed the proposed language and bad no objection to the additional wording. ALUC
Staff then proposed some additional wording to be added to the revised version of Conditions No. 3
and 4, to specify the relevant sections of dppendix Chapter 12, Division II, of the current California
Building Code, on which the content of each condition was based (see Attachment No. 2).

The Redwood City Planning Staff present (T. Passanist and B. Lyon) and Mr. Powers, who was also
present at the ALUC meeting, has no objections to the revised wording in Conditions No. 3 and 4, as
proposed by Ms. Powers and ALUC Staff. The ALUC unanimously approved the proposed revised
wording for Conditions No. 3 and 4, as part of its recormmendation to the C/CAG Board.

The Committee members also discussed the maximum height of the proposed 10 residential towers.
The information provided by the City of Redwood City noted the residential towers could be as high
as 120 feet above ground level (AGL). The City’s information also noted there could be two height
exceptions that would increase the maximum tower height. One of the exceptions could be for
special architectural forms (up to an additional 20 feet) and the other could be for rooftop mechanical
equipment (up to an additional 10 feet) (see p. 6 of the attached ALUC Staff Report). Given these
possible height exceptions, the Committee members noted that the actual maximum height of the 10
residential towers could be up to 150 feet AGL, or 160 feet above mean sea level (AMSL). That
height, however, 1s still wel} below the FAA airspace protection height of 252-302 feet AMSL for
San Carlos Airport, at the project site location.
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ATTACHMENTS

Attachment No. 1: C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) Staff Report, dated July 19,

2007 with nine attachments

Attachment No. 2:  Proposed Revisions to Conditions No. 3 and 4 of the C/CAG Airport
Land Use Committee (ALUC) Staff Report, Dated July 19, 2007,
Re: Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan (CLUP) Consistency Review
of the Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan on the Northeast Side of U.S.
Highway 101 Near San Carlos Airport
July 26, 2007

ceagagendareponpenmsulaparkpreciseplan0707.doc



C/ICAG  ATTACHMENTNO.1

City/County Association of Governments
of San Mateo County
Atherton » Belmont » Brishane « Burlingame - Colma « Daly City - Easl Palo Affo « Foster City = Half Moon Bay

+ Hillsborough - Menlo Park -« Millbrae - Pacifica « Partala Valley « Redwood City « San Brune - San Caflos = San Matec
=~ San Mateo County » South San Francisce » Woodside

C/CAG AIRPORT LAND USE COMMITTEE (ALUC)

STAFF REPORT -

Please Reply To: Dave Carbone, ALUC Staff, 455 County Center, Second Fioor,
Redwood City, CA 94063; TEL. 650-363-4417; FAX: 650/3634849;
email: decarbone@co.sanmateo.ca.us

TO: C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) Represen’tatlves and Aliernates
FROM:  DavdF. Carbone ALUC Staff ’SFC/ S
DATE: _-'Juiy‘19 2007

" RE: ) Agenda ltem No. 3 - July 26 2007 ALUC Spemal Meeting: Consideration of

L a Referral From the City of Redwood. Clty Re: Comprehensive Airport Land
RRis Use Plan (CLUP) Consnstency Review of the’ Proposed ‘Draft Peninsula Park

Precise Plan for a Property on Bair Island Road Southeast of San Carlos Airport

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Airport Land Use Commiftee (ALUC), recommend to the C/CAG Board of
Directors, acting as the Airport Land Use Commission, that the Board determine that the
proposed zoning amendment and Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan are consistent with the
applicable airport land use compatibility criteria for San Carlos Airpost, as contained in the
San Mafeo County Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan December 1896, as amended, for
San Carlos Airport, based on the Board's adoption of the following conditions:

1. Amend the Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan document to include the foﬂowmg fext to
address airport-related safety concerns:

- “Future development within the Peninsula Park Precise Plan area shall comply
with all relevant FAA standards and criteria for safety, regarding flashing iights,
reflective material, land uses which may attract iarge concentrations of birds,
HVAC exhaust vents, and any uses which may generate elecfrical or electronic
mterference with alrcraft communlcatlons and/or msirumenta’non

A!.UC Chairperson: ALUC Vice Chairperson: Airport Land Use Committee {ALUC) Staff
Rl;hard Newman Naomi Patridge, Gouncil Member David F. Carbone, Sr. Planner / Airport Environs Planning
Aviation Representative City of Half Moon Bay County of San Mateo Planning & Bldg. Oeparment

555 COUNTY CENTER, 5" FLOOR, REDWOOD CITY, CA 04063 « 550/599-1408 » 650/534-3960




CICAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) Staff Report, Re: Comprehensive Airport
LLand Use Plan (CLUP) Consistency Review of the Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan on
the Northeast Side of U.S. Highway 161 Near San Carlos Airport C

July 19, 2007

Page 2 of 12

2. Amend the Draff Peninsula Park Precise Plan document 1o include the following text {o
address FAR Part 77 airspace protection parameters’:

“The project sponsor shall submit the height and location of each of the 10
residential towers to the FAA, via FAA Form 7460-1, “Notice of Proposed
Construction or Alferation” for an airspace impact evaluation, via a formal FAA
aeronautical study. The findings of the FAA aeronautical study will be incorporated
into the fina! approval for the construction of each tower in the Precise Plan area.”

3. The project sponsor shall conduct and submit an acoustical study, to the City of
Redwood City, for the residential portion of the project, in accordance with California
Code of Regulations Title 24, Part 2, to identify appropriate acoustic elements to be
installed during construction to achieve an interior noise level of not more than 45 dB
CNEL in all habitable rooms, based on aircraft noise events related to aircraft
operations at San Carlos Airport, commercial air fraffic, and fransient general aviation
traffic that generally occurs within two miles of the project site. The report shall be
submitted fo and approved by the City of Redwood City Building Department prior to
the issuance of any building permits for residentiat construction.

4. The project sponsor shall conduct and submit an acoustical study for the proposed
hotel on the project site to identify appropriate acoustic elements, to be installed during
construction, fo achieve an interior noise level of not more than 45 dB CNEL in all
sleeping rooms, based on aircraft noise events related to aircraft operations at San
Carlos Airport, commercial air traffic, and transient general aviation traffic that
generally occurs within two miles of the project site. The report shall be submitted to
and approved by the City of Redwood City Building Department prior to the issuance
of any building permits for hotel construction.

5. Amend the Draff Peninsufa Park Precise Plan document to include the following text,
to address state-mandated real estate disclosure for properties located within the
adopted San Carlos Airport Influence Area (AlA) boundary:

“All of the Draft Peninsula Precise Plan area is located within Area B of the
adopted Airport Influence Area (AlA) boundary for San Carlos Airport.
Therefore, all transfers of real property within the Precise Plan area are subject
to the real estate disclosure requirements specified in Chapter 496, Statues of
2002. ¢

™ For FAA purposes, the maximum building height for each residential tower will include the height of
the highest element on top of the tower (i.e. flag pole, light standard, HVAC eguipment, efc.).
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C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) Staff Report, Re: Comprehensive Airport
Land Use Plan (CLUP) Consistency Review of the Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan on
the Northeast Side of U.S. Highway 101 Near San Carlos Alrpoit C

July 19, 2007

Page 3 of 12

6. Amend the Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan document to include the following text,
to address state-mandated general plan and/or specific plart compliance with the
relevant airport/land use compatibility criteria in the adopted airport/iand use pian:

“California Government Code Section 65302.3 states thai a local agency
general plan and/or any affected specific plan must be consistent with the
applicable airport/land use compatibility criteria contained in the relevant
adopted airport land use pian (CLUP). The goals, objectives, policies, and
development criteria confained in this document are consistent with the
applicable airport/land use compatibility criteria contained in the San Mateo
County Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan Decernber 1896, as amended,
for San Carlos Airport.”

BACKGROUND

The City of Redwood City has referyed a proposed zoning amendment and draft Precise
Plan for the proposed Peninsuta Park project to the Airport Land Use Commission (C/CAG
Board) for a determination of consistency of key elements of the Precise Pizn with the
relevant land use compatibility criteria in the San Mateo Counfy Comprehensive Airport Land
Use Plan December 1996, as amended, for San Carlos Airport (see Attachment 1). The
Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan area is located within Area B of the Airport Influence Area
{AlA) boundary for San Carlos Airport. The Draff Peninsufa Park Precise Plan is subject to
ALUCIC/CAG review, pursuant to California PUC Code section 21676 (b). The stafe-
mandated 80-day airport/land use compatibility review period will end on August 31, 2007.

The proposed residential, commercial, marina, and public park complex is located on the
northeast side of U.S. Highway 101, between the Whipple Ave./U. S. Highway 101
interchange and the Seaport Blvd./U. S. Highway 101 interchange, approximately 1.4 miles
southeast of the threshold of Runway 30 at San Carlos Airport. The project site consiss of
the existing Peninsula Marina property on the southeast side Bair Island Road. A vicinity
map of the Peninsula Park site in relation to the threshold of Runway 20 at San Carlos Airport
is shown in Aitachment No. 2.

The existing zoning on the site is General Commercial. The proposed land use policy action
is to change the zoning from General Commercial to Precise Plan ("P”) to allow the mix of
{and uses proposed in the Draff Peninsula Park Precise Plan (see Discussion section below).
The precise plan document sets forth specific land use parameters, development standards,
and design criteria to guide future development of the project site. Implementation of the
precise plan would eventually replace the existing commercial/office/retail uses onthe site.
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C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) Staff Report, Re: Comprehensive Airport
Land Use Plan (CLUP) Consistency Review of the Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan on
the Northeast Side of U.S. Highway 181 Near San Carics Airport C

July 19, 2007
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DISCUSSION

I Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan Overview

As noted earlier, the Draft Peninsufa Park Precise Plan site includes the exisfing Peninsula
Marina property. That property was a portion of the former Marina Shores Village (MSV)
project. The MSV project also included the non-contiguous Pete’s Harbor property. The
MSV project was reviewed by the ALUC in August 2004. A voter referendum repezled the
City of Redwood City's precise plan zoning approval for the entire MSV project site and none
of the project was ever built.

The letter to ALUC Staff, from the City of Redwood City, dated June 26, 2007 (see
Attachment No. 1) includes a comparison of the proposed land uses for the Marina Shores
Village (MSV) project and the proposed Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan. This was done at
Staff's request, to give the ALUC members a clear picture of the difference between the two
plans. As shown by the comparison, the proposed Peninsula Park project is much smaller in
scope than the MSV project (MSV — 1,930 residential units; Peninsula Park - 796 residential
units) and includes much fower maximum building heights (MSV - 260 feet above ground
level (AGL); Peninsula Park — 120 feet AGL). An Hlustrative site plan of the Peninsuia Park
project is shown in Attachment No. 3.

As outlined in the June 26, 2007 letter from the City of Redwood City, the proposed Draft
Peninsula Part Precise Plan includes the following land uses and maximum building heights:

Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan Land Use and Building Height Summary

Total Project Site 33.24 acres

Residential® 796 units

Office None

Hotel 200 Rooms

Commercial? 10,000 sgq. ft.

Public Park Area 2.79 acres

Marina and Canals 5.38 acres

Marina Slips 25-40

Maximum Building Height 100-120 feet above ground level (AGL)

(10 buildings at this height) -

1. Inctudes three housing types: townhousefrowhouse, low-rise flats, and mig-rise towers, up to 120 feet
AGL. Parking structures are internal to each portion of the residential development.

% Includes 2,500 square feet of sit-down restaurant space.
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il Airport/Land Use Compatibility Issues

There are three airport/land use compatibility issues addressed in the San Mateo County
Comprehensive Afrport Land Use Plan December 1396, as amended, for San Carlos Airport,
that relate to the proposed Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan area. These criteria include:
(a). Height of Structures/Airspace Protection, (b). Aircraft Noise Impacts, and (c). Safety
Concerns. Each of these issues is addressed in the following sections.

A. Height of Structures/Airspace Protection

The height of structures and use of airspace are key safety elements related to airspace
compatibility. There are three key objectives related to airspace compatibility, as follows:

* to avoid airspace impacts that may require significant changes in existing air traffic
patterns

to avoid airspace impacts that may result in the shifting of aircraft noise from one area
to another -

to avoid the creation of land use conditions which, by posing hazards to aircraft in
flight, can increase the risk of an accident occurring. These hazards include airspace
obstructions and land use characteristics, which pose other potential hazards to

aircraft in flight by aftracting birds or creating visual and/or electronic interference with
air navigation. '

The Airport Land Use Commission (C/CAG Board) has adopted the provisions in Federal
Aviation Regulations FAR Part 77, “Objecls Affecting Navigable Airspace”, as amended, to
establish civil airport imaginary surfaces, height restrictions, and federal notification
requirements for project sponsors, related to proposed development with in the FAR Part 77
airspace boundaries for San Carlos Airport. These imaginary surfaces include the Primary
Surface, the Horizontal Surface, the Conical Surface, the Approach Surface, and the
Transitional Surface.

The FAR Part 77 regulations contain three key elements:

*

Standards for detemining obstructions in the navigable airspace and designation and
definition of imaginary surfaces for airspace protection

Requirements for project sponsors to provide notice to the FAA Administrator of

certain proposed construction or alternations that may impact the airspace in the
airport environs
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*

Provide for the preparation of aeronautical studies conducted by FAA staff to
determine the potential effect of proposed construction or alternations on the safe and
efficient use of the affected airspace.

The San Mateo County Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan December 1996 (CLUP), as
amended, for San Carlos Airport, indicates the following:

“Any proposed new construction or expansion of existing structures that would
penetrate any of the FAR Part 77 imaginary surfaces for San Carlos Airport, as
adopted by the Airport L and Use Commission (C/AG), is deemed to be an
incompatible land use, unless the either the FAA has determined the proposed
structure does not constitute a hazard to air navigation and/or the Calfrans
Aeronautics Program staff have issued a permit to allow construction of the proposed
structure.”

The maximum building height on the project site is proposed to be 120 feet above ground
level (AGL). However, the Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan identifies two possible height
exceptions as follows:

1. Special Architecfural Forms — Special architectural forms, such as tower roofs, atria,
and other features are encouraged and may exceed height limits, subject to City
review. it is anticipated that these elements would not exceed 20 feet in height.

2. Rooftop Mechanical Equipment — may extend up to 10 feet above the maximum
building height standard provided equipment is screened subject to City review.

(Source: Letter to Dave Carbone, ALUC Staff, from Blake Lyon, Senior Pianner City of
Redwood City, dated June 26, 2007.)

The Draft Peninsula Park Specific Plan area is located within the FAR Part 77 imaginary
Conical Surface for airspace protection at San Carlos Airport (see Attachment No.4). The
Conical Surface elevation over the site varies from 252 feet to 302 feef above mean sea level
{AMSL). As noted above, the maximum building height of the Draff Peninsula Park Precise
Plan is 10 stories, 100-120 feet above ground level (10 buildings at this height). Since the
project site is approximately 10 feet AMSL, maximum building height would be approximately
130 feet AMSL.
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The former Marina Shores Village (MSV) project included 10 residential towers onthe
Peninsula Marina portion of that project (the same property as the Peninsula Park project).
Those towers ranged in height form 185 feet to 200 feet AGL). The FAA conducted an
aeronautical study for each of the 17 towers in the MSV project to determine if the height of
the fowers created any airspace impacts. The FAA study concluded that each of the 17
towers would ”...not exceed obstruction standards and would not be a hazard to air
navigation...”, provided certain conditions were met. A key condition was fo require the
project spornisor to provide appropriate marking and lighting for each tower, per FAA
regulations, to ensure that each of the towers could be seen at night by pifots flying in the
vicinity of the project site.

The FAA height evaluation information included above for the MSV project was presented to
support ALUC Staff’'s recommendation herein, to require the Peninsula Park project sponsor
to submit each of the proposed 10 residential towers to the FAA, via the FAA Form 7460-1
notification process, to allow the FAA to conduct an aeronautical study to evaluate potential
airspace impacts. Based on the FAA’s MSV tower height evaluation conclusion, for several
towers up to 260 AGL (no obstruction, no hazard to air navigation), it is clear that the height
of the Peninsula Park towers {120 feet AGL) would not have an airspace impact. However,
based on a formal FAA review, the project sponsor could be required to provide appropriate
marking and iighting on each of the 10 towers to enhance their visibility to pilots during the
nighttime hours. That input would have to be provided to the project sponsor and the City of
Redwood City, via a formal FAA aeronautical study.

B, Aircraft Noise Impacts

The 55 dB CNEL aircraft noise contour is recognized as the threshold for airport noise/land
use compatibility in the San Mafeo County Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan December
1996 (CLUP), as amended, for San Carlos Airport. Even though the Draft Peninsula Park
Precise Plan area is located beyond (outside of) the 55 dB CNEL aircraft noise contour (see
Attachment No. 5) and that it is also well outside the 55 dB CNEL aircraft noise contour, as
shown in the San Carlos Airport Master Plan Update Modernization Project Dralt
Environmentai impact Report June 2002, the site is in a unique location, regarding aircraft
overflight noise and related impacts. The site is subject to single-event noise impacts from:
(1) aircraft arrivals and departures at San Carlos Airport, (2) commercial jet aircraft arrivals to
San Francisco International Airport, and (3) transient aircraft traversing the area. Aircraft can
be as low as 300 - 400 feet above ground in the project vicinity.
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The Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan site is located near the aircraft approach path and
normal traffic patiern for Runway 30 at San Carlos Airport {see Attachment No. 8). The site
is also located beneath the designated noise abatement departure route for aircraft departing
on Runway 12 at San Carlos Airport (see Attachment No. 6). Aircraft depart on Runway 12
when the prevailing winds are calm or from the south. Several yeas ago, at the request of
the City of Redwood City, the FAA established a 20-degree offset to the departure heading
on Runway 12, as a noise abatement measure, fo mitigate aircraft noise impacts in the
Centennial Neighborhood in Redwood City. That departure route takes aircraft over the
Peninsula Park Precise Plan area and can create high single-event aircraft noise levels in the
project vicinity.

it is the policy of the Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) and the Airport Land Use
Commission (C/CAG Board) to request the land use authority (in this case, the City of
Redwood City) to require the project sponsor to design noise-sensitive land uses o achieve
an interior noise level of not more that 45 dB CNEL, based on aircraft noise events. This
policy has been applied to proposed development within the 55 dB CNEL noise contour area
and higher and in aircraft overflight noise areas within the airport influence area (AIA)
boundary.

There are two noise-sensitive land uses proposed in the Draff Peninsula Park Precise Plan:
multi-family residential and a hotel. Based on potential impacts from aircraft overflight and
the C/CAG/ALUC policy referenced above, this ALUC Staff Report includes two conditions to
address aircraft noise mitigation for noise-sensitive land uses (see Condition No. 3 and No. 4
on page 2 of this Staff Report). These conditions are consistent with the noise insulation
requirements in the San Mafeo County Comprehensive Afrport Land Use Plan December
71996 (CLUP), as amended, for San Carlos Airport and with Calfifornia Code of Regulations,
Title 24, Part 2, regarding interior noise levels for multi-family construction.

C. Safety Concerns

The Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan area is not located within any of the runway safety
areas for San Carlos Airport (see Attachment No, 7). Therefore, the safety compatibility
criteria for Runway 12/30 do not apply (safety criteria source: Caltrans Airport Land Use
Planning Handbook January 2002). However, the project site is located within the San
Carlos Airport aircraft traffic pattern. The traffic pattern altifude is 800 feet AGL).

The San Mateo County Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan December 1996 (CLUP), as

amended, for San Carlos Airport, identifies the following land use characteristics as hazards
to air navigation:
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*

Any use that would direct steady or flashing lighf of white, red, or green, or amber
color toward an aircrafi engaged in an initial straight climb following take-oif or
toward an aircraft engaged in a straight final approach toward a landing, other that
FAA-approved navigational lights.

Any use that would cause sunlight fo be reflected toward an aircraft engaged in a
straight climb following take-off or toward an aircraft engaged in a sfraight final
approach toward a landing.

Any use that would generate smoke or rising columns of air.

Any use that would attract large concentrations of birds within approach-climbout
areas.

Any use that would generate electrical/electronic interference that may interfere
with aircraft communication equipment and/or aircraft instrumentation.

The final specific architectural and design features of the proposed project are not known at
this time. However, the City of Redwood City has indicated that the exierior building
materials may inciude non-reflective materials, such as wooed, stucco, and stone veneers.
Other design features couid include, but are not limited to stte lighting, building lighting, size,
type, and location of communication equipment, size and location of HVAC exhaust vents,
flag poles, and water features that may attract birds.

The text in the Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan should be amended to include the following
language to address airport-related safety concerns:

“The project design and development shali comply with all relevant FAA standards and
criteria for safety, regarding flashing lights, reflective material, uses which may atiract
[arge concentrations of birds, HVAC exhaust vents, and uses which may generate
electrical or electronic interference with aircraft communications and/or aircraft
instrumentatiion.”

A list of the FAA Advisory Circulars and Code of Federal Aviation Regulations (C.F.R.)
citations that will assist the City of Redwood City and the project sponsor in addressing the
airport-related safety concerns described in the proposed amendment to the Draff Peninsula
Park Precise Plan, referenced above, is shown in Attachment No. 8.
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11, Compliance with California Government Code Section 65302,3

California Government Code Section 65302.3 states that a local general plan and/or any
affected specific plan must be consistent with the applicable airport/land use compatibility
criteria in the relevant adopted airport land use pian (CLUP). To comply with this
requirement, the Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan should be amended to indicate the
project site is located within Area B of the Airport Influence Area (AlA) boundary for San
Carlos Airport. The amendment should also include appropriate text that indicates the goals,
development standards and urban design guidelines, and plan implementation provisions
contained in the draft document are consistent with the relevant airport/land use compatibility
criteria contained in the San Mateo County Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan December
7896 (CLLUP), as amended, for San Carlos Airport.

V. Real Estate Disclosure
A. Chapter 496, Statutes of 2002

Chapter 4396, Statutes of 2002 (fermally identified as AB 2776 (Simitian)) was signed by the
Governor of September 12, 2002 and became effective on January 1, 2004. This statute
affects all real estate transactions that occur within an identified airport influence area (AIA).
It requires a statement (nofice) to be included in the property transfer documents that
indicates: (1) the subject property is located within an airport influence area and (2) the
property may be subject to certain impacts from airport/aircraft operations. The Draft
Peninsula Park Precise Plan should be amended to include appropriate text that indicates all
property for sale in the Peninsula Park development is subject to the real estate disclosure
requirements of Chapter 496, Statutes 2002,

B. Grant of an Avigation Easement

The San Mateo County Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan December 1996 (CLUP), as
amended, identifies an Avigation Easement Review Area (AERA) for San Carlos Airport. The
AERA is described by a finite boundary that identifies a geographic area around San Carlos
Airport, within which the Airport Land Use Commission (C/CAG Board) will request a local
agency to require the grant of an avigation easement to the County of San Mateo, as part of
the Commission’s review of certain proposed local agency land use policy actions located
within the AERA boundary.
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The 1996 CLUP for San Carlos Airport, as amended, explains that the overall goal of
obtaining an avigation easement is to balance the public need for the development of land in
the vicinity of San Carlos Airport with the additional and sometimes conflicting need for the
orderly development and continued safe and efficient operation of San Carlos Airport and to
maintain the airport as a viable element of the local, regional, state, and nationa! air
transportation systems. The CLUP document also explains that an avigation easement is a
i2gal recorded instrument that provides an airport proprietor with certain rights, regarding the
use and protection of airspace over non-airport propetty.

Avigation easements in the vicinity of San Carlos Airport are obtained for the following
purposes:

* fo prevent the creation or establishment of airport and/or airspace hazards for the free
and unobstructed passage of aircraft through the air, thereby protecting the lives and
property of users of San Carlos Airport and the occupants of land in the vicinity of the
airport.

to prevent the impairment of the utility of San Carlos Airport and the public investment
reflected therein to provide for the orderly development of the airport, which will help
promote and enhance air fransportation in the region.

to provide current affected property owner and subsequent affected property owner(s)
with formal notice that his/her propenty is located near an airport and may be subject to
impacts from airport and/or aircraft operations.

The Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan site is located outside of the Avigation Easement
Review Area (AERA) boundary for San Carlos Airport (see Attachment No. 9). Therefore, the
ALUC staff recommendations do not include a condition to request the City of Redwood City
to require the grant of an avigation easement to the County of San Mateo, as the proprietor of
San Carlos Airpott.

ALUC Staff is aware the there have been some discussions between the project developer
and representatives of the San Carlos Airport Pilots Association (SCAPA), regarding the
developer's consideration of voluntarily granting an avigation to the County of San Mateo.
However, it is Staff's current understanding that no formal agreement has been reached
between the two parties regarding this issue and that there has been no voluntary grant of an
avigation easement to the County of San Mateo for the Peninsula Park project.

_55_




CICAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) Staff Report, Re: Comprehensive Airport
Land Use Plan (CLUP) Consistency Review of the Draff Peninsula Park Precise Plan on
the Northeast Side of U.S. Highway 101 Near San Carlos Airport C

July 18, 2007 -

Page 12 of 12
ATTACHMENTS

Attachment No. 1: Letter to Dave Carbone, ALUC Staff, from Blake Lyon, Senior Planner,
City of Redwood City, dated June 26, 20071, re: formal request of the
Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) to hold a Special Meeting on July
26, 2007 to review the City's proposed Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan

Attachment No. 2: Graphic: Peninsula Park — Vicinity Map
(Source: City of Redwood City)

Aftachment No. 3: Graphic: Peninsula Park Blustrative Site Plan
(Source: City of Redwood City)

Attachment No. 4: Graphic: Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan site location is refation
to the San Carlos Airport Height Restrictions/Airspace
Protection Surfaces

Attachment No. 5: Graphic: Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan site location in relaticn to
the San Carlos Airport Noise Contours

Attachment No. 6: Graphic: Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan site location in relation to
the San Carlos Airport aircraft traffic pattern and Runway
12 departure routes
(Source: San Mateo County Department of Public Works
Airports Division)

Attachment No. 7: Graphic: Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan site location in relation
to the San Carlos Airport Safety Zones

Attachment No. 8: List of FAA Advisory Circulars and Code of Federal Regulations (C.F.R.)
Citations to Address Certain Airport-Retated Safety Concerns

Attachment No. 9: Graphic: Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan site location in relation

to the San Carlos Airport Avigation Easement Review Area
(AERA) Boundary

alucstaffreportpeninsulaparkpreciseplan0707.doc
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ATTACHMENT NO. 1
Planning Division
1017 Middlefield Road
P.O. Box 391

Redwcod City, CA 24063

Telephone (650) 780-7234

Email; tpassanisi@redwoodcity.org
Website: www.redwoodciiv.org
Fax: 650-780-0128

June 26, 2007

Mr. Dave Carbone

Senior Planner / Airport Land Use Committee

City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County
455 County Center

2™ Floor

Redwood City, California

C ¢l 92 N (0

5=
Dear Dave: FS T 4

t

The City of Redwood City would like to formally request that the Airport Land Use
Committee (ALUC) hold a special meeting on July 26" to review the City's proposed
Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan (the Plan) for a determination of consistency with the
San Mateo County Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan. The Peninsula Park Precise
Plan Area falls within the “San Carlos Airport Influence Area B Boundary®. This location,
plus the fact that the Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan requires a change to land use
policy (Zoning Amendments), necessitates review by both ALUC and the City/County
Association of Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG) Board.

The Peninsula Park Precise Plan is the City's planning tool which will guide
development in this portion of the Bayfront area for the next 10 -15 years. The Plan
covers approximately 33 acres of land and replaces the existing commercial zoning
designation with new urban land use regulations and design guidelines and standards
to allow residential development on this site. It describes a maximum amount of
allowable housing units, and other land uses allowed in the Plan area. The vision of the
Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan is to create a distinctive, water-oriented, urban
residential community.

In June 2004, the City approved a General Plan Amendment and Precise Plan rezoning
for the Marina Shores Village project. Subsequently, a local voter referendum, Measure
Q, was passed that repealed the City’s 2004 Precise Plan rezoning approval. Passage
of the referendum resuited in a return of the Marina Shores Village project site to the
previous zoning designations.

The table below compares the previous approved Marina Shores Village (MSV) land
uses with the land uses proposed in the Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan. Because
the scope of the MSV project has been reduced in site size (from a 46.45-acre split site)
an additional column has been added to help identify the land uses on the Peninsula
Marina portion of the site {33.2-acre site), which is the same land area addressed under
the Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan. In both cases, the Peninsula Marina / Peninsula
Park (33.2-acre site) portion of the site would require a Zoning Amendment {o add a
residential component to the existing zoning classification which is currently Generai
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Commercial. Under the Precise Plan process the zoning designation would be changed
to “P” indicating the adoption of a Precise Plan.

As can be seen in the summary table below, the City could potentially allow residential
and other uses in both cases; however, the scope of the Peninsula Park project has
been substantiaily reduced from the previously approved Marina Shores Village project.
One significant difference is that the previous MSV project allowed for 300,000 square

feet of office uses, while the Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan removes the office
component and adds a hotel component.

Comparisons of Land Uses

.| Marina Shores Peninsula Marina
| Village (MSV) portion of MSV
.| 46.45 ac. 33.24 ac.
11,930 units 1,297 units
| 300,000 sq. ft 300,000 sq. fi. =
7! None None
12,000 sq. ft 12,000 sq. ft.
0.00 ac 0.00 ac. 5
5.46 ac 3.80 ac. :
80 to 100 50 t0 80 5
240-260 feet 260 feet ' 2 =
(13 bldgs. at this (8 bldgs. at this Jekenslle
height) height) :fleight o

ac. = acres

sq. ft. = square feet bldgs. = buildings

Another significant difference between the MSV project and the proposed Peninsula
Park project is the reduction of overall building heights. The Peninsula Marina portion of
the site contained eight (8) tower buildings approximately 20-stories, 260 feet in height,
while the proposed Peninsula Park project contains ten (10) mid-rise buildings at 10-
stories, 100-120 feet in height. The site plan, shown below, provides some reference to
the general layout of the site with the comresponding land uses. The brown roof
buildings shown in the lower left of the site ptan adjacent to Bair Isfand Road and the
Blormquist Extension represents the 200 room hotel, which is proposed at approximately

75 feet in height. Just to the north of the hotel is the approximately 2-acre cornmunity
park, :

Directly adjacent fo the north edge of the community park is the proposed community
retail hub, which contains the 10,000 square feet of convenience retail and restaurants,
proposed at approximately 50 feet in height. The center portion of the site is defined by
the marina and canals, with marina slips distributed throughout the waterway. Two
overlook parks flank either side of the marina enfry at the eastern-most portion of the

! Neighborhood-serving convenience retail and sit-down restaurant space. For the Marina Shores Village project, the
restaurant was assumed to be 6,000 square feet of high-turnover, sit-down restaurant space open for breakfast, lunch,

and dinner. For the Peninsnla Park project, the restaurant is assumed to be 2,500 square feet of quality, sit-down
restaurant space open only for breakfast and Junch.

? The Marina Sho-res Village project was not given credjt for auy public park area because the proposed park shown
on the applicant’s plan was on land not owned by the applicant,
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site. The remaining, and largest portion of the site, is dedicated to the residential
portion of the project (including structured parking for the residential uses), which is

comprised of three primary housing types; 1) townhouse / rowhouse, 2) low-ise flats,
and 3) mid-rise towers. “ '

The parking structures are internal to each portion of the residential development and
are wrapped with townhouses or rowhouses. There are approximately 58 townhouse or
rowhouse buildings on the site that are proposed with an approximate height of 24 feet.
Where directly visible on the site plan, the townhouse / rowhouses can be identified by
the yellow roofs. The low-rise residential flats would be developed over the parking
structures with an approximate height of 75 feet. As proposed there are 28 buidings at
this height that can be distinguished on the site plans by the red “brick” colored roofs.
The remaining 10 buildings are mid-rise tower buildings that range in height from 100 to
120 feet in height. These buildings are distributed throughout the site, bul can be
identified on the site plan with the squared roof form with a blue center. (A color copy of

the site plan will be provided at the meeting, if you are unable to view this letter as a
color copy).

The il Extsong apartments - - -

i

“Peninsula Park

Don Sandy, w3k, Jrhhal e 57 Ergloesrs

The architectural styles have not been defined in the Draft Precise Plan, rather the goal
is to have each phase of the development go through a design review process to
determine the appropriate style of architecture, The Draft Precise Plan does, however,
contain Development Standards and Urban Design Guidelines which address concepts
such as building orientation and design; building massing and fagade ccmposition;
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exterior materials; roof design, etc. Generally speaking the materials are proposed to
be non reflective with the use of traditional residential materials such as wood, stucco,

stone veneers. Non-traditional residential elements such as curtain walls would not be
allowed. '

The maximum buiiding height on the project site is proposed {o be 120 feet. Building
Height for the purpose of the Precise Plan is defined as the average vertical distance
measured from adjacent sidewalk(s) and/or publicly-accessible walkways to the top of
the building wall, base of parapet, and/or eave fine. Pitched, domed, andfor other
special architectural roof forms are recommended and may qualify for a height
exception. The Plan goes on to identify fwo possible height exceptions:

1. Special Architectural Forms — Special architectural forms such as tower
roofs, atria and other features are encouraged and may exceed height limits
subject to City review. It is anticipated that these elements would not exceed
20 feet in height.

2. Rooftop Mechanical Equipment — may extend up fo 10 feet above the
maximum building height standard provided equipment is screened subject to
City review.

In either scenario the special architectural forms and/or rooftop mechanical equipment
will remain substantially below the previously approved residential tower heights
proposed under the Marina Shores Village project.

If approved, the Peninsula Park Precise Plan would provide more specific design detall
that could insure a higher quality of development and more certainty compated 1o the
existing zoning ordinance. For example, the Draft Precise Plan would require variations
in building heights, building orientation and building separation throughout the project
area which if approved could provide for a unique sense of quality and amenities that
take full advantage of the waterfront orientation.

For your information, the City is currently processing an Addendum to the
Environmental Impact Report (EIR). Upon completion of the EIR Addendum City staff
will go back out to the community for a project update, followed by a public hearing for
the Planning Commission to consider the project.

Overall, City staff believes that the Draft Precise Plan is in line with the County’s Airport
Plan. The City hopes that the ALUC will find this Plan consistent with the San Mateo
County Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan. Please feel free to call me at 780-5934
if you have any questions. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Blake Lyon
Senior Planner

C: Jil Ekas, Pianning Manager
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ATTACHMENT NO..

SAN CARLQOS AIRPORT HEIGHT RESTRICTIONS /AIRSPACE PROTECTION SURFACES

irspace

Applicable criteria from Federal Aviation Regulations FAR Part 77, 'Objects Affecting Navigable A
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ATTACHMENT NO. 8

List of FAA Advisory Circulars and Code of Federal
Regulations (C.F.R.) Citations and Websites to Address
Certain Airport-Related Safety Concerns

FAA Advisory Circulars:

Flashing Lights:
hitp://mww. faa.gov/airportsairraffic/airports/resources/advisoty circulars/media/150-
5345-43F/150 5345 43.pdf

Wildiife Hazards (Birds}):

http://www.faa.gov/airports airtraffic/airports/resources/advisory circulars media 150-
5200-33A/150 5200 33a.pdf

HVAC Exhaust Fan:
http//www.ihsaviation.com/ac/AC150-5370-10A.pdf

Code of Federal Regulations (C.F.R.):
Fixed Cellular Transmitters: 47 C.F.R. 22.107(c)
Common Carrier Fixed Microwave Transmitters: 47 C.F.R. 21.107(b)

Common Carrier Fixed Microwave Transmitters: 47 C.F.R. 23(a)

C.F.R. websites:

http://iwww_fcc.gov/mb/audio/decdoc/lettre/199 1~04--16--pubnot.him!

hitp:/Awww.apoacess.gov/cfr/index.himl

attachmenttepenparkalucstafptfaaadveirandctreitations.doc.doc
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ATTACHMENT NO. 2

Proposed Revisions to Conditions No. 3 and 4 of the C/CAG Airport Land Use
Committee Staff Report, Dated July 19, 2007, Re: Comprehensive Airport Land
Use Plan (CLUP) Consistency Review of the Draft Peninsula Park Precise Plan on
the Northeast Side of U.S. Highway 101 Near San Carles Airport

July 26, 2007

The proposed revised language for ALUC Staff recommmended Conditions No. 3 and 4 is shown
below in bold underline print. The first revision in each condifton (“the exterior reference or
criterion level...”) was proposed by the project sponsor, Paul Powers. The second revision in
each condition (“This requirement is consistent with...”) was proposed by ALUC Staff. Both
revisions were unanimously approved by the ALUC.

RECOMMENDATION

3. The project sponser shall conduct and subrmit an acoustical study, to the City of Redwood
City, for the residential portion of the project, in accordance with California Code of
Regulations Title 24, Part 2, to identify the exterior reference or criterion level for the
project site. In the eveni that such sfudyv indicates an exterior reference or criterion
level greater than 60 dB CNEL, then in that event the project sponsoy shall conducet and
submit an additional acoustical study to_identifv appropriate acoustic elements to be
installed during construction to achieve an interior noise level of not more than 45 dB CNEL
in all habitable rooms, based on aircraft noise events related 10 aircraft operations at San
Carlos Airport, commercial air traffic, and transient general aviation traffic that generally
occurs within two miles of the project site. The report shall be subrnitted to and approved by
the City of Redwood City Building Department prior to the issuance of any building permiis
for residential construction. This requirement is consistent with the following sections of
the 2001 California Building Code, Appendix 12, Division T1A - Sound Transmission
Controkl: Section 1208A.1.1 Purpose and Scope, Section 1208A.8.2 Allowable Interior
Noise Levels, Scction 1208A.8.3 Airporf Noise Sources, and Section 1208A.8.5

Compliance.

4. The project sponsor shall conduct and submit an acoustical study for the proposed hotel on the
project site to identify the exterior reference or criterion level for the project site. In the
event that such study indicates an exterior reference ar criferion level areater than 60
dB CNEL., then in that cvent the project sponsor shall conduct and submit an additional
acoustical studv to identifv appropriate acoustic eiements, to be installed during
construclion, to achieve an interior noise level of not more than 45 d3 CNEL in all sleeping
rooms, based on aircraft noise events related to aircraft operations at San Carlos Airport,
commercial air traffic, and transient general aviation traffic that generally occurs within two
miles of the project site. The report shall be submitted to and approved by the City of
Redwood City Building Department prior fo the issuance of any building permits for hotel
construction. This requirement is consistent with the following sections of the 2001
California Building Code, Appendix 12, Division 1A - Sound Transmission Confrol:
Section 1208A.1.1 Purpose and Scope, Section 1208A.8.2 Allowable Interior Noise Levels,
Section 1208A.8.3 Airport Noise Sources, and Section 1208A.8.5 Compliance.

paulpowcrALUCSaffReporiRevisedLanguge.doc

-£9-



_70_



C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: August 9, 2007
To: C/CAG Board of Directors
From: David F. Carbone, C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) Staff

TEL: 650/363-4417, FAX: 650/363-4849; email: dcarbone@co.sanmateo.ca.us

Subject: Review and Appreval of Resolution No, 07-24, Authorizing the C/CAG Chair to
Negotiate and Execute an Agreement with Jacobs Consultancy to Provide
Professiona) Consulting Services 10 Prepare an Update of the Comprehensive Airport
Land Use Compatibility Plan (CLUP) for the Environs of San Francisco International
Airport

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board of Directors, acting as the Airport Land Use Commisston, adopt Resolution
No. 07-24 (see attached), authonzing the C/CAG Chair o negotiate and execute an agreement with
Jacobs Consultancy, to provide professional consulting services to prepare an update of the
comprehensive airport land use compatibility plan (CLUP) for the environs of San Francisco
International Airport.

FISCAL IMPACT

The total contract amount {or this project will not exceed $360,000. Eighty percent (80%) of the
project cost ($300,000) will be funded by an FAA grant, issued to the C/CAG Board in 2006. The
remaining 20% ($60,000) will be funded by the C/CAG General Fund.

BACKGROUND

In late 2003, Congress passed Vision 100 — Century of Aviation Reauthorization Act. Section 160
of the Act authorizes the Secretary of Transportation to make grant funds available to states and
units of local government for compatible land use planning around large and medium hub airports
across the nation. This is the first time federal funding has been set-aside for this purpose.

In June 2005, the FAA released grant program information and a list of 33 eligible airports. San
Francisco International Airport (SFO) was included on the eligibility list. In September of 2005, the
C/CAG Board, via the Executive Director, submitted a letter to the manager of the FAA Airports
District Office (ADOY) in Burlingame, to request the FAA to determine the eligibility of C/CAG to
apply for and receive federal grant funds for airport/land use compatibility planning in the environs
of SFQ, per the relevant provisiens in Section 160 of Vision 100. In November 2005, the FAA
determined that the C/CAG Board was eligible to receive a federal grant under the new funding

program and recommended that the Board submit a grant application to the FAA by the end of
January 2006.

ITEM 4.7
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C/CAG Agenda Report, Re: Review and Approval of Resolution No. 07-24, Authorizing the
C/CAG Chair to Negotiate and Execute an Agreement with Jacobs Consultancy to Provide
Professional Consulting Services to Prepare an Update of the Comprebensive Airport Land
Use Compatibility Plan (CLUP) for the Environs of Sar Francisco International Airport
August 9, 2007

Page 2 of 3

C/CAG staff submitted the grant application materials to the FAA at the end of January 2006, In
response to that application, the FAA made a grant offer to the C/CAG Board of $300,000. The
grant funds (80% of the estimated project cost) are provided through the federal Airport
Improvement Program (AIP). The C/CAG Board has previously committed to providing the 20%
grant matching funds. Tt s important to note that C/CAG is the first unit of local government in the
nation fo apply for and receive a grant under the Vision 100 Section 160 program. Much of the
funding will be spent on consultant assistance to prepare the land use study.

DISCUSSION

The Request for Qualifications (RFQ) and Request for Proposal (REP) processes were consistent
with the adopted C/CAG Board policy. Per guidance from the FAA, C/CAG staff has completed
the following steps to select a consultant(s) to assist the C/CAG Board In the preparation of the
CLUP update for the environs of San Francisco International Airport:

February 2007 Prepared and distributed a Request for Qualifications (RFQ) to a list of
12 qualified consulting firms (the list was reviewed and approved by
your office). We recetved a response from 4 consultant teams. The REQ
responses were reviewed and evaluated. Since there were only 4 responders,
the RFQ response list became the “Short List” for distribution of a Request
for Proposal (REP).

April 2007 Prepared and distributed a Request for Proposal (RFP) to the “Short
List” (all 4 teams). The REP responses were reviewed and evaluated

July 2607 Interviewed all 4 consultant teams. Each interview lasted about one hour.
The interview panel members included the following persons:

Susy Kalkin, Planning Director, City of South San Francisco

Nixon Lam, Sr, Environmental Planner, San Francisco Intemational Airport
Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director

David F. Carbone, Sr. Planner, San Mateo Co./C/CAG Project Manager

Prepared a final ranking of the consultant teams (prime consultants), as

follows:

1. Jacobs Consultancy

2. Mead and Hunt

3. Chevalier, Allen, and Lichman, LLP
4, Coffman Associates

..‘?2_




C/CAG Agenda Report, Re: Review and Approval of Resolution No. 07-24, Authorizing the
C/CAG Chair t¢ Negotiate 2nd Fxecute an Agraement with Jacobs Consultancy to Provide
Professional Consulting Services to Prepare an Update of the Comprehensive Airport Land
Use Compatibility Plan (CLUP) for the Environs of San Francisco International Airport
August 9, 2007

Page 3 of 3

The final consultant ranking shown on the previous page was based on review and evaluation of the
responses to the RFQ and the RI'P and the evaluations from the interview panel members. Based
on the outcome of the consultant selection process (Jacobs Consultancy ranked No. 1), the attached
resolution authorizes the C/CAG Chair to negotiate and execute an agreement with Jacobs
Consuiltancy to provide professional consuiting services to prepare an update of the comprehensive
airport land use compatibility plan (CLUP) for the envirouns of San Francisco International Airport.
The agreement will inciude a detailed scope of work and project time line.

The final product (planning document) will consist of a comprehensive update of the existing San
Mateo County Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan (CLUP) Decemnber 1996, as amended, for the
environs of San Francisco Intemational Airport. The document will include policies and criteria to
achieve airport/land use compatibility for future development within a defined Airport Influence
Area (ATA) boundary, including the most recent FAA-accepted Airport Noise Exposure Map
(NEM) and noise compatibility criteria for a broad range of land vses. The content of the CLUP
update will be guided by the relevant provisions in the California Airport Lemd Use Planning
Handbook January 2002 and by all relevant federal policies and regulations.

ATTACBMENT

C/CAG Board Resolution No 07 — 24.

ccagaendarptauthonizingagrementwithjacobsforsfaclup0707.doc
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RESOLUTION NO. 07-24

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE
CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
O SAN MATEO COUNTY (C/CAG) AUTHORIZING THE C/CAG CHAIR
TO NEGOTIATE AND EXECUTE AN AGREEMENT WITH
JACOBS CONSULTANCY TO PROVIDE PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING
SERVICES TO PREPARE AN UPDATE OF THE
COMPREHENSIVE AIRPORT LAND USE COMPATIBILITY PLAN (CLUP)
FOR THE ENVIRONS OF
SAN FRANCISCO INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT

WHEREAS, the C/CAG Board of Directors (Board) serves as the designated Airport Land
Use Commission for San Mateo County, and,

WHEREAS, in its role as the Airport Land Use Commission, the Board 1s responsible for
preparing, updating, adopting, and implementing a comprehensijve airport Jand use plan (CLUP) for
the environs of each of the three airports located in San Mateo County (Half Moon Bay, San Carlos,
and San Francisco International Airport), and;

WHEREAS, the Board was the first unif of local government in the nation to receive a
federal grant, under Section 160 of Vision 100 - Century of Aviation Reauthorization Act, approved
by Congress in 2003, to prepare a comprehensive airport land use plan (CLUP) for the environs of a
major air carrier airport (San Francisco International Airport), and;

WHEREAS, C/CAG Staff conducted a consultant selection process, per guidance [rom the
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), thal included evaluating four consultant teams, via a

Request for Qualifications (RFQ), a Request for Proposal (RFP), and an interview by a review
team, and;

WHEREAS, the results of the selection process determined that Jacobs Consultancy (prime
consultant) and its sub-consultant, Clarion Associates, was the preferred consultant team to assist
the Board in preparing an update of the comprehensive airport Jand use plan (CLUP) for the
environs of San Francisco International Airport,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the C/CAG Board Chair is hereby
authorized to negotiate and execute an agreement for and on behalf of the C/CAG Board, with
Jacobs Consultancy, for the above-stated purpose, subject to approval by C/CAG Legal Counsel.

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED THIS 9™ DAY OF AUGUST 2007.

Deborah C. Gordon, C/CAG Board Chair
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: August 9, 2007

To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier

Subject: Review and Approval of AB1546 Countywide Congestion Management Program

for Intelligent Transportation System (FTS) Projects
(For further information contact John Hoang at 363-4105)

RECOMMENDATION

That the Board approves the AB1546 Countywide Congestion Management Program for ITS
projects

FISCAL IMPACT

Approximately $1.25M of the net revenue collected between July 2005 and December 2008 for
the Traffic Congestion Management component of AB1546.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

Funds for these projects are collected from the Vehicle License Fees (VLF) throngh the AB1546
Program.

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION

Assembly Bill 1546 (AB1546) imposes an annual fee of up to four dollars (§4) on motor vehicles
registered in San Mateo County to fund traffic congestion management and stormwater pollution
prevention programs, The collection of the fees began on July 1, 2005 and terminates on January
1, 2009, unless the program is reanthorized by legislation. Fifty percent of the revenue 1s
allocated to individual jurisdictions within San Mateo County and fifty percent is aliocated to
C/CAG for Countywide projects (25% for traffic congestion management and 25% for
stormwater pollution prevention).

Current Countywide Traffic Congestion Management related projects include the development
and implemcntation of hydrogen shuttles and fueling stations and development of the traffic
incident management plan. At the January 2007 TAC meeting, it was recommended that staff
convene a subcommittee to explore other potential projects to be implemented.

A subcommittee was formed consisting of Parviz Mokhtari, Ruben Nino, Larry Paiterson, Mo
Sharma, and Sandy Wong. The subcommittee considered several potential projects to mitigate
traffic congestion and resulted with recommendations for upgrading traffic signal controllers
and upgrading traffic detection systems with closed circuit television (CCTV) cameras. In
addition to facilitating the management of traffic, the proposed traffic control and monitoring

ITEM 4.8




upgrades will also be key infrastructures in the development of an integrated countywide ITS
program to mprove inter-jurisdictional traffic management,

Committee Recommendation

This itern was initially presented at the May 2007 TAC and CMEQ meetings and comments and
suggestions were received. The subcommittee reconvened and refined the application and
project selection process. The revised AB1546 Countywide Traffic Congestion Management
Program for ITS projects is described in the artached document. The TAC and CMEQ
Committee recommend approval in accordance with staff recommendation.

ATTACHMENT

AB1546 Countywide Traffic Congestion Mitigation Program - ITS Projects
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AB1546 - Countywide Traffic Congestion Management Program

Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) Projects
Revised 6/13/07

Overview
The AB1546 imposes an annual motor Vehicle License Fee of four dollars ($4) in San Mateo
County to fund traffic congestion and stormwater pollution prevention programs for the period of

July 1, 2005 to December 31, 2008. The net total of the funds collected are allocated to the
following programs:

s 25% - Local Cities/County Stormwater Pollution Prevention

e 25% - Local Cities/County Traffic Congestion Management

s 25% - Countywide Stormwater Pollution Prevention

s 25% - Countywide Traffic Congestion Management
Budget

Revenue collected under the Countywide Traffic {ongestior’ Management programs currently

It is proposed that these funds
ntrollers and traffic detection
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AB 1546 & (@00 &50 ,000 )%00,000 $300,000 $2.14
: T~ E

PROJECT ;kﬁe (Expeqdit )\\

= Ry eR Shuttle / 2 .00& 125,000 $125,000 - $500,000
Statio

= Traffic incidagt $100,p00 $100.000 $100,000 $50,000 $350,000
Management

e
« ITS {Signal, ccw\\: /s{so,ooo $375,000 | $375,000 | $250,000 | $1.25M

Approximate amounts

Project Description
The two types of projects eligible for funding include:

o Signal Control Upgrade (approx. $10-15K per controfler)
o Signal controller upgrades is the replacement of currant older controller cabinets
with the new Model 170, 2070 or comparable model.

» Video Detection System Upgrade (approx. $35-40K per intersection)

o Video detection system upgrade is the installation of new Closed Circuit
Television (CCTV) cameras on traffic signals to replace the in-pavement
detection loops. A video defection system assumes an industry standard camera
system and associated equipments for all approaches of an intersection.

AB1546 Countywide Traffic Congestion Management Program Page | of 5
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Application Process

There will be a one time “Call for Projects”, anticipated in September 2007. The total available
funds of $1.25M will be awarded to projects on a competitive basis. Jurisdictions will be able to
apply for funding to reimburse ITS projects performed up to December 31, 2008. Al projects are
required to be completed (installation of ITS units) by December 31, 2008.

The maximumn award amount a jurisdiction can receive has been aestablished at $200,000. There
are no local match requirements. Estimated cost for 2 Signal Controlier upgrade is $10-15K per
controller and for a Video Detection System upgrade is $35-40K per intersection. Based on
these estimates, jurisdictions can either apply for up to a maximum of thirteen (13) Signal
Controllers, five (5) Video Detection Systems or a combination of both elements with a combined
total of up to a maximum of $200,000.

There will not be a predetermined dollar amount breakdown béetween the two project types. The
total number of funded projects and maxirnum award atount per project is scalable and will be

amount requested, and the final project ranking
will consider alf faciors when establishing the dormmendations. Since this is a

eceive funding.

« For Signal Controller Upgrades
o Identify intersecting strests y classification

e (i.e., Peak hour traffic volume

1. SIGNAL CONTROLLER UPGRADE

Location _ _
. ArerialArterial s
. Arterial/Collector L4
« Collector/Coflector 2

Total Intersection Peak Hour Volume R
. Tc->p 20% __j___l 18
. Middle 40% o4
. Bottom40% 2

Years in Service ) __._:
.« >15 6
. 10to15 | 4

L s <10 o 2
AB1546 Counlywide Traffic Congestion Managemeni Progran: Page 2 of 5
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| 2. VIDEO DETECTION SYSTEM UPGRADE |
_Egncation I
»  Arerial/Arteriaf 6
_— +  Arterial/Coflector 4
|« CollectorfColiector S 2 12
Total }nlérsection Peak Hour Volume~ -
|- Top20% - 6
«  Middie 40% 4
'+ Bottom 40% ) 2

Proposed projects will be ranked n order (highest to lowest) by total points under the two “Project
Types”. The project selection will cocur in two stepsn, ipitial step, a maximum of $100,000
may be awarded to each jurisdiction based o act 5t the top ranked projects. For the
second step, any remaining funds will be allocaté priority projects and no jurisdiction
shall receive more than $200K in aggregate for'g Projects are selected until all the
available funds are allocated.

Reimbursements

Upon completion of the projects, jurisdictiohs wi ( a written notice on jurisdiction
lefterhead and signed by the City Managgr re ement. Included with the leiter
will be proof that the project was complete . AAG will reimburse the actual
construction and construction engihedying j the jurisdiction up to the award

amount per project.

AB1546 Countywide Traffic Congestion Management Program Page 30f§

_81_



AB 154§
COUNTYWIDE TRAFFIC CONGESTION MITIGATION PROGRAM
INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS (ITS) PROJECTS

APPLICATION
JURISDICTION: ]
TOTAL AMOUNT REQUESTED:
(Maximum award amount of $200,000 per $
jurisdiction)

I

CATEGORY / PROJECT TYPE: (Please check applicable boxes)
Intelligent Transportation Sysiem (ITS) {1 Signal Controller Upgrade

ma“eg Detection System Upgrade

LCRS

{17 SIGNAL: CONTROLLER UPGRADE: {Model 2070 )i S
Number of Units RequestedT TC\K Upg}&\el{rﬁ 3
. Totel Awount Requesied: | 5
List units to be replaced in order of pran al lN&gage as needed, maximum 13
AN

locations)

- | Location (e.g., Street name, mtersecnon roadway  , . Intersection | Yearsin
No. |. . N
- | classification) Volume Service

! T
: Z/Z NN
5

* Attach diagra% ow peak hojﬂrafﬁc volumes in each approach of the intersection.

O DETECTION SYSTEMBEGRADE(AS/steinel A G CanTer:

s I eTas perIntersection) s,
Number of Systems qugeﬁed;/] Upgrade System Cost; | §
Total Amount Requested: | 3

%

2A o=

List systems to be replaced in order of priority (add additional lines or page as needed, maximum
5 locations)

oo Location (e.g., Street name Intersection: roadway o
sen B |classification) , R T e e
1 P
2
3
4
5
= Attach diagram to show peak houtly traffic volurnes in each approach of the intersection.
AB1546 Countywide Traffic Congestion Management Program Page 4 of 5
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Phone1:

Emailt:

D
7
i

| attest that, to the best of my knowledge, all infafmatlpn pfovided in this application and
in conjunction with this application is accura

N

Signature:

TN

</\D\e; AN

Name:
{Please Print)

\@/ Director / City Engineer

A

v

AB1546 Countywide Trafiic Congestion Management Pragram Page 5of3
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: August 9, 2007

To: C/CAG Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, Executive Dircctor

Subject: Review and approval of Resolution 07-25 authonizing the C/CAG Chair to

execute an amendment to the agreement for an amount not to exceed $12,000 with
Economic and Planning Systems for the completion of the Housing Needs Study.

(For further information or questions contact Tom Madalena at 599-1460)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board of Directors review and approve of Resolution 07-25 authorizing the
C/CAG Chair to execute an amendment to the agreement for an amount not to exceed $12,000
with Economic and Planning Systems for the completion of the Housing Needs Study in
accordance with staff recommendation.

FISCAL IMPACT

The total additional funding required for the amendment to the agreement will be $12,000.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

Funding for the Housing Needs Study is derived from the Congestion Relief Program and two
grants.

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION

The Housing Needs Study was distributed for comments in draft format as well as presented to
the Congestion Management and Environmental Quality Committee and C/CAG Board of
Directors. In order to complete the study in the draft format the work required $73,680 of the
original $75,000 contract. Economic and Planning Systems staff gave presentations to the
CMEQ Committee and Board of Directors on the Housing Needs Study. In order to finalize the
report with the changes that were requested the additional amount that will be required is
$10,427.

ITEM 4.9
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ALTERNATIVES

1) Review and approval of Resolution (7-25 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an
amendment fo the agreement for an amount not to exceed $12,000 with Economic and

Planning Systems for the completion of the Housing Needs Study in accordance with
staff recommendation

2) Rewview and approval of Resolution 07-25 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an
amendment to the agreement for an amount not to exceed $12,000 with Economic and
Planning Systems for the completion of the Housing Needs Study in accordance with
staff recommendation with modifications.

3) No action

ATTACHMENTS

» Resolution 07-25

o Amendment #1 to the funding agreement between Economic and Planning Systems, Inc.
and City/County Association of Governments {or support/consulting services

~86-



RESOLUTION_07-25

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CITY/COUNTY
ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY
AUTHORIZING THE C/CAG CHAIR TO EXECUTE AN AMENDMENT TO
THE AGREEMENT FOR AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED 812,000 WITH
ECONOMIC AND PLANNING SYSTEMS FOR THE COMPLETION OF THE
HOUSING NEEDS STUDY

WHERFEAS, the Board of Directors of the City/County Association of
Governments at 1ts September 8, 2005 meeting approved the execution of the agreement
for 575,000 with Economic and Planning Systems, Inc. for a2 Housing Needs Study; and,

WHEREAS, the draft report of the Housing Needs Study has been distributed for
comments; and,

WHEREAS, C/CAG staff recetved commments on the draft repori from the
C/CAG Congestion Management and Environmental Quality Comnuttee as well as
outside agencies and organizations; and,

WHEREAS, the C/CAG has determined that the draft report requires
raodifications; and,

WHEREAS, an amount not to exceed twelve thousand dollars ($12,000) will be
required for additional and new services;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the
City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County that the Chair is
authonzed to execute an amendment to the agreement for ap amount not to exceed
$12,000 with Economic and Planning Systems, Inc. for the completion of the Housing
Needs Study.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 9TH DAY OF AUGUST 2007.

Deborah C. Gordon, Chair

-87_
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AMENDMENT #1 TO THE FUNDING AGREEMENT BETWEEN
ECONOMIC AND PLANNING SYSTEMS, INC.
AND CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
FOR SUPPORT/CONSULTING SERVICES

THIS AMENDMENT is entered into as of the 9% day of August, 2007, by and between
Economic and Planning Systems, Inc., a California Corporation, and the City/County Association of
Governments (C/CAG), a public joint powers agency.

WHEREAS, a funding agreement (Agreement) between Econoric and Planning Systems, Inc. and
the City/County Association of Governments (C/CAG) of San Mateo County was executed on Septemmber
8, 2003, for Economic and Planning Systems, Inc. to provide a Housing Needs Study repott; and,

WHEREAS, the C/CAG has determined that the draft teport requires modifications; and,

WHEREAS, an amount not fo exceed twelve thousand dollars ($12,000) will be requured for
additiona} and new services; and,

WHEREAS, C/CAG, by Resolution 07-25, approved executing this amendment with
Economic and Planning Systems, Inc.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing, the parties agree as follows:

1. The added funding provided under this amendment will be an amount not to exceed
twelve thousand dollars ($12,000), thereby making the new maximum total amount eighty seven

thousand dollars ($87,000), and the ending date for the Agreement 1s hereby extended to December 31,
2007; and

2. All other provisions of the original Agreement between Economic and Planning
Systems, Inc. and C/CAG dated September 8, 2005 shall remain in full force and effect.

CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF ECONOMIC AND PLANNING SYSTEMS, INC.
GOVERNMENTS

Deborah C. Gordon, C/CAG Chair James R. Musbach, Principal

Miruni Soosaipilial, C/CAG Legal Counsel
(Approved as to form)

-89- 1324842.)
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: August 9, 2007

To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors
From: Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director

Subject: Status Report on the Implementation of the Hydrogen Shuttle

(For further information contact Richard Napier at 599-1420)

RECOMMENDATION

Information Only

FISCAL IMPACT

$250,000 per year budgeted for the Alternative Fuel Program in FY 2007/08 and to be budgeted
for FY 2008/09 C/CAG budget.

The net cost to C/CAG is $150,000 for FY 2007/08 after the TA reumsbursement of $100,000 as
approved by the TA Board.

The net cost to C/CAG is $100,000 for FY 2008/02 after the TA reimbursement of $150,000 if

approved by the TA Board.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

AB 1546 Countywide Congestion Management Program Funds and San Mateo County
Transportation Authority Funds and Transporiation Authority Measure A Local Sales Tax, tf
approved.

BACKGROUND

Resolution 07-12 authorized the C/CAG Chair to execute the necessary agreements with the
Ford Motor Company, Air Products, San Mateo County Transportation Authority (TA), San
Mateo County Transit District (SamTrans), Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA),
and the Peninsula Congestion Relief Alliance for a Hydrogen Internal Combustion Engine
(Hydrogen ICE) Shuttle Vehicle, to provide Caltrain shuttle service for two years up to a total
of, not to exceed, $250,000 net cost to C/CAG.

This report provides a status on the various agreements as of July 31, 2007,

ITEM 4,10
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DISCUSSION

Status of the agreements are as follows:

SMCTA - Provide Partial Funding for Caltrain Shuttle and Marketing Support
[approved)

SMCTA will sponsor up to 50% of the costs of mstalling, operating, maintaining, and other costs
associated with the hydrogen shuttle program over the next two years jn which the vehicle will
be available to C/CAG. SMCTA has been budgeted $100K for FY 07-08.

Ford Motor Company — Lease of Vehicie, Major Maintenance, and Staff Training
[waiting for Ford]

C/CAG has reviewed and signed the Ford Motor Company Agreement and is now waiting for
Ford to execute the agreement,

1. Ford Motor Company will provide the vehicle and major service requirements: engine
checkups, hydrogen system checks, etc. C/CAG will be responsible for minor service:
tire rotation, doors, o1l changes, etc. Ford has offered to contact a local Ford Dealership
to prowvide service for hydrogen relatcd components.

2. C/CAG will be responsible for $10 Million dollars in liability insurance for the vehicle,
Cost of the vehicle if damaged will be $125,000 under the current agreement. Additional
Insurance was required based on the various agreements and indemnity provision
required. The insurance premium 1s $2331 per year.

W)

CARB has requested that Ford pay the regisiration fees.
4. Ford has agreed to California Courts for all dispute arbitrations.

5. Ford Motor Company will provide training to personnel working on the vehicle as
specified in the users manual,

County of San Mateo - Insurance {pending]

Estimated cost of providing $10 million of Liability Insurance will be covered by the existing
policy. However, an additional rider 1s required to cover provisions in the various agreements for
this project. Therefore, the insurance premyum will be $2331 per year.

Copies of the various agreements have been forwarded to the County’s Risk Management for
review and incorporation into the insurance policies as necessary.

SCVTA - Temporary Fueling [waiting on SCVTA]

The current contract with SCVTA includes provisions for fueling and minor maintenance of the
vehicle, if necessary.
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1. Minor service requirements: door jams, tire rotations, etc. will need to be provided by the
user. Staff is working with SCVTA to provide this service on a cost reimbursement basis
because current public safety rules require that all hydrogen-fueled vehicles be
maintained in a hydrogen certified garage. The PCA maintenance station at East Palo
Alto does not qualify for this type of certification. The SCVTA station and maintenance
facility in Milpitas is already certified for hydrogen. However, there 1s 2 high probability
that most of the maintenance work will be sent to a local Ford Dealership that has a
maintenance agreement directly with Ford.

2. SCVTA has entered into an agreement with C/CAG to fuel at the Milpitas (Cerone Site)
for a minimum cost of $25 per kg. SCVTA operations personnel will fuel the vehicle.

Peninsula Congestion Relief Alliance (Alliance) - Operations and Management of Shuttle
[executed]

C/CAG contracted with the Alliance to provide operations and management of the shuttle in
order to schedule operators and routes. The Alliance is in the process of contracting with the
Parking Company of America (PCA) to operate the shuttles. C/CAG will then reimburse the
Alliance for all administrative time and driver costs associated with this vehicle up to a
maximum amount of 3100K per year. Costs of operating the hydrogen shuttle is $32 per hour
and $68 per hour for the gasoline/diesel back up shuitle in the event the hydrogen shuttle 1s out
of service. Towing charges are not part of this contract.

The proposed route is located in East Palo Aito and will connect to the Caltrain station,

Air Products — Fueling at SCVTA [pending]

Alr Products requires a disclaimer from C/CAG and/or from PCA in order to allow other than
SCVTA to fuel at their Cerone Site.

New agreements not previously listed but part of the hydrogen program:

City of East Palo Alto — Service Route [waiting on the City]

A Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between C/CAG and the City of East Palo Alto
(EPA) has been signed by C/CAG and submitted to East Palo Alto. C/CAG will guaranice a
minimum of 3 months service to the city pending start up of the hydrogen station at San Carlos.

Local Ford Dealership - Maintenance on Hydrogen and Standard Systems [pending]
CCAG staff and Ford are looking for a local Ford Ceriified Dealer to arrange for a two-year
maintenance and repau contract. The dealer will have a warranty work contract with Ford Motor
Company. And the dealer will have a scheduled maintenance and minor repair contract with
C/CAG. The dealer will provide C/CAG staff with an estimate for standard maintenance. C/CAG
will need an agreement with the dealership.

Parking Company of America (PCA) - Towing Services fworking]
In the event of a breakdown, the vehicle will be towed by PCA to a C/CAG approved location.
C/CAG will need to enfer into an agreement with PCA to tow the vehicle,



.pendent Contractor — Logos [waiting to award]
_part of the introduction of hydrogen vehicles in San Mateo County, C/CAG staff recommends
vorking with an jndependent contractor to provide graphic decals to be placed on the shuttle to
inform the public about hydrogen and to recognize the varions partners on this project.
Preliminary costs are less than $5,000.

ACTION REQUIRED:

Staff believes that all agreements and MOUs histed above will be compietely executed no later
than September 1, 2007,

C/CAG Legal Counsel has reviewed and signed-off on all agreements and MOUS prior to
submittal to the C/CAG Chair for final execution.

ALTERNATIVES:

Not Applicable

ATTACHMENT:

None
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: August 9, 2007
To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors
From: Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director

Subject: Review and Accept C/CAG Legislative Update

Note: A position may be taken on any legislation, including legistation not
previously identified.

(For further information contact Richard Napier at 599-1420)

RECOMMENDATION

That the Board accept the attached monthly update report on pending Jegislation.

FISCAL IMPACT

Not applicable.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

Not applicable.

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION

C/CAG Sponsored Bills — Current Status

SB 613 —reauthorization of AB 1546 has passed out of Senate and will be heard on the
Assembly Floor, Meeting has not been set Will need to have suppott letters from all of the cities
sent directly to the Governor ready to go as soon as bill is approved in the Assembly (hopefully
sometine tn August).

AB 468 — Abandoned Vehicle Abatement passed on the Assembly Floor and will be heard in the
Senate Appropriations Committee on August 20, 2007.

C/CAG Supported Bills — Current Status
AB 239 — Recording Fees Contra Costa and San Mateo Counties — will allow these counties to
charge a flat fee of $25 for each recording instrument if a fund is set aside for the development of

affordable housing for extremely low to moderate income households. In Senate Local
Government is waiting to be scheduled.

ITEM 4.11
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AB 1254 - Property tax revenue allocations: ERAF reduction: affordable housing. 2-Year Bill

SB 279 - 7/20/2007 Chaptered by the Secretary of State, Chapter Number 89, Statutes of 2007 !1!

Thanks to everyone who sent letters of support for this bill regarding the parking of cars on state
highways.

SB 286 — Allocation of Prop 1B funds. In Assembly Appropriations; meeting to be scheduled.
Target date for releasing funds is now January 1, 2008.

ACA 8 - The California Constitution authorizes private property to be taken or damaged for
public use only when just compensation has been paid to, or info court for, the owner of the
property. This measure would require the public use for which the private property is taken to be
stated in writing, prior to the comumencement of eminent domain proceedings. In Assembly
Local Government.

AB 887 - This bill would require a redevelopment agency, on and afier January 1, 2008, to
comply with certain notification requirements prior to adopting a resolution of necessity for the
purposes of acquiring propeirty by eminent domain, and within a specified time prior to taking
certain actions relating to redevelopment. Going to the Senate far third reading.

SCA 12 - Thas bili would additionally exclude fees and charges for stormwater and urban ranoff
management from these approval requirements for the imposilion or increase of a property-
related fee or charge. Going to the Senate for third reading.

C/CAG Opposed Biils — Current Status

SB 303 - This bill would require the general plan, and each of its elements o encompass a
planning and projection period of at least 20 years, except for the housing element , and would
require each element, except for the housing , conservation, ang open-space elements, to be
updated at least every 10 years. The bill is being held in Assembly.

ATTACHMENTS
s C/CAG priorties as of August 2007
e Status of bills suppoerted by C/CAG - Details
s TList of Bills from Senator McLeod: Local Government Bills During 2007
o List of SB 279 Supporters
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July 25, 2007
TO: People Interested 1n Local Government, Public Finance, and Land Use
FROM: Senator Gloria Negrete McLeod
SUBJECT:  Local Govemment Bills During 2007
Now that the deadline has passed for policy committees to hear bills during 2007, [ wanted you
to know about some of the more interesting bills affecting public finance, land use, and local
governance. When the Legislature returns in Angust, some of these bills will face votes in the

Appropriations Committees and on the Senate and Assembly floors. Others are two-year bills
which legislators won’t consider again unti the second half of our biennial session in 2008.

LOCAL FINANCE

SB 444 (Senate Local Government Committee) conforms standby charge statutes to the re-
quirements of Proposition 218. Status: Signed; Chapter 27, Statutes of 2007.

SB 547 (Correa) provides up to $20 million of annual state funding to the counties with the low-
est shares of property tax allocations. Status: Senate Appropriations Committee.

SB 605 (Alquist) authorizes Santa Clara County to increase ifts vital records foes by up to $4 to
fund the coordination of their domestic violence programs. Status: Senate Local Government
Committee; two-year bill.

SCA 12 (Torlakson) adds stormwater fees to Proposition 218’s voter approval exemption for
sewer, water, and garbage property-related fees. Status: Senate Floor.

AB 83 (Lieber) creates the PARE program to reimburse counties for the schools’ share of the
costs of administering the property tax system. Status: Senate Appropriations Comunittee.

AB 239 (DeSaulnier) authorizes Contra Costa and San Mateo counties to charge $25 fees on

recorded real estate documents to fund affordable housing. Status: Senate Local Government
Committee; two-year bill.
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AB 263 (Arambula) corrects exrors identified by the State Controller’s Office which cause the
Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District to over-contribute property taxes to ERAF. Status:
Senate Appropriations Committee.

AB 373 (Wolk) makes dozens of changes to the Mello-Roos Community Facilities District Law
and the School Facilities Improvement District Law. Status: Senate Floor.

AB 938 (Calderon) creates new procedures that will allow local officials to charge regulatory
and user {ees to pay for stormwater and urban runoff programs. Status: Senate Environmental
Quality Committee; two-year bill.

AB 1170 (Krekorian) imposes deadlines on deciding state mandates test claims and completing
audits of state mandates reimbursement claums. Status: Senate Appropriations Committee.

AB 1222 (Laird) enacts consensus reforms to the state mandate retmbursexment process. Status:
Senate Appropriations Commiitee.

AB 1260 (Caballero) clarifies how local officials should comply with Proposition 218’s notice
and protest procedures for property-related fees. Status: Senate Floor.

AB 1261 (Caballero) revises the statute governing public-pnvate infrastructure agreements.
Status: Senate Appropriations Committee.

AB 1275 (DeSauinier) authonzes counties to increase their vital records fees by up to $4 to fund
the coordination of domestic violence and child abuse programs. Status: Senate Local Govern-
ment Committee; two-year bill.

LAND USE PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT

SB 5 (Machado) requires more planning for flood protection, including a new Sacramento-San
Joaquin River Flood Management System Plan and amended general plans that result in denying

subdivisions that don’t meet performance standards. Status: Assembly Appropriations Commit-
tee.

SB 167 (Negrete McLeod) allocates money from Proposition 84 to help cities and counties re-
vise and implement their general plans and to improve regional planning. Status: Senate Appro-
priations Commitlee; two-year bill.

SB 821 (Kuehl) requires the California Research Bureau to report on the implementation of the
state law that requires cities and counties to impose conditions for water availability on larger
subdivisions. Status: Assembly Approprations Committee.

SB 934 (Lowenthal) allows public officials to create up to 100 Housing and Infrastructure
Zones, to be financed with property tax increment revenues. Status: Senate Appropriations
Committee; two-year bill.
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AB 162 (Wolk) expands the requirements for flood management in: city and county general
plans. Status: Senate Appropriations Committee.

AB 1066 (Laird) requires the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research to include informa-
tion and advice about rising sea fevels in OPR's General Plan Guidelines. Status: Senate Ap-
propriations Committee.

AB 1253 (Caballero) allocates money from Proposition 84 to help cities and counties revise and
mmplement their general plans, to improve regional planning, and to fund urban greening projects.
Status: Senate Appropriations Committee.

REDEVELOPMENT

SB 437 (Negrete McLeod) requires redevelopment agencies to report their project areas’ ime

limits in their annual reports and five-year implementation plans. Status: Signed; Chapter 90,
Statutes of 2007,

AB 887 (De La Torre) requires redevelopment officials to give more information to property
owners who are subject to condemnation and to pay higher benefits when using eminent domain
to condemm small businesses. Status: Senate Floor.

LOCAL POWERS & GOVERNANCE

SB 141, SB 142, and SB 143 (Senate Local Government Committee) are the annual Vahdat-

ing Acts. Status: SB 141 was signed as Chapter 6, Statutes of 2007. SB 142 and SB 143 are on
the Assembly Floor.

SB 144 (Senate Local Government Commiittee) is the annual Local Government Omnibus Act,
making 23 relatively minor and noncountroversial changes to the state laws affecting local agen-
cles’ powers and duties, Status: Asscmbly Floor.

SB 76 (Florez) requires school district officials to receive the same ethics training as other local
government officials. Status: Assembly Appropriations Committee.

SB 103 (Cedillo) requires local officials to report their economic development subsidies. Status:
Assembly Appropriations Committee.

SB 516 (Aanestad) and AB 1580 (I.a Malfa) create two new special districts in Shasta and
Siskeyon Counties to take over the State Department of Water Resources” watermaster duties.
Status: SB 516 is in the Assembly Appropriations Committee. AB 1580 is on the Senate Floor.

SB 233 (Cox) broadens the definition of “project” for counties” design-build authority. Status:
Assembly Floor.
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SB 343 (Negrete McLeod) requires that agenda materials which are distdbuted within 72 hours
of local legislative bodies’” meetings be made publicly available at a specified location. Status:
Assembly Floor.

SB 416 (Ashburn) allows all counties to use the design-build contracting method. Status: As-
sembly Appropriations Committee.

SB 964 (Romero) clanfles the Brown Act’s prohibition on serial meetings and prolibits an
agency from diserimminating when providing writings to its local legislative body. Status: As-
sembly Floor.

AB 701 (De La Torre) doubles the statutory salary schedule that applies to city councilmembers
and clanfies how city councils can further raise their salaries. Status: Senate Floor.

AB 1496 (Swanson) requires cities and countics with civil service systems to classify all em-
ployees, with exceptions, and imposes the same standards and procedures for temporary employ-
ees as school district merit systems. Status: Senate Local Government Committee; 2-year bill.

AB 1634 (1.evine) requires cat and dog owners to spay or neuter their animals, with exceptions.
Status: Senate Local Government Committee; two-year bll.

LAFCOs & BOUNDARY CHANGES

SB 162 (Neerete McLeod) requires LAFCOs to consider environmental justice when they act on
boundary changes. Status: Assembly Floor.

SB 819 (Hollingsworth) permanently allows LAFCOs to consolidate special districts that were
not formed under the same principal act. Status: Signed; Chapter 98, Statutes of 2007.

AB 745 (Silva) makes protest petitions subject to the same requirements to disclose contribu-
tions and expenditures that apply to application petitions. Status: Signed; Chapter 109, Statutes
of 2007.

AB 1744 {Assemblv Local Government Committee) makes nine changes to the state laws af-
fecting LAFCOs and local governments” boundaries. Status: Senate Floor.

do b b ook ok

The fastest way to get copies of these bills and the Committee’s analyses, other analyses, histo-
ries, voting records, and any veto messages is from the California Legislature’s official website:
www.leginfo.ca.gov. You can also order a free printed copy of any bill by writing directly to the
Bill Room, State Capitol (Room B-32), Sacramento CA 95814-4906.

More mformation about the Commiitee’s work, including detailed references on land use, rede-
velopment, LAFCOs, and links to useful websites is available on the Committee’s own website:
www.sen.ca.gov/locgov.
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SR 279 Lict of Supporters

City of Millbrae (source)

American Federation of State, County and Municipal
Employees

California State Association of Counties

California State Sheriffs' Associahion

Chapel of the Highlands

City of Belmont

City of Burlingame

City of San Bruno

City of San Maleo

City of South San Francisco

City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County
County of Los Angeles

County of Los Angeles Sheriff's Department
Millbrae Chamber of Commerce

Millbrae Police Department

Millbrae Senior Advisory Committee

Palo Alto Police Department

San Bruno Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee
San Bruno Police Department

San Mateo County Transit District

Zen Peninsula Chinese Restaurant

Congratulations and Thanks for all your support!!
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: August 9, 2007

To: C/CAG Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier

Subject: Review and approval of Resolution 07-26 authonzing the C/CAG Chair to execute

an amended Fiscal Year 2007-08 Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA)
Expenditure Program ($41,000) for the City of Menlo Park for local shuttle service,

(For further information or questions contact Tom Madalena at 599-1460)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and approve Resolution 07-26 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to
execute an amended Fiscal Year 2007-08 Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) Expenditure
Program ($41,000) for the City of Menlo Park for local shuttle service.

FISCAL IMPACT

The revised Expenditure Program only relates to the $41,000 Menlo Park shuitle project.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

The Bay Area Air Quality Management District (Air District) 1s authorized under Health and Safety
code Section 44223 and 44225 to levy a fee on motor vehicles. Funds generated by the fee are
referred to as the Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) funds and are used to implement
projects to reduce air poliution from motor vehicles. Health and Safety Code Section 44241(d)
stipulates that forty percent (40%) of funds generated within a county where the fee is in effect shall
be allocated by the Air District to one or more public agencies designated to receive the funds, and

for San Mateo County, C/CAG has been designated as the overall Program Manager to receive the
funds.

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION

At the Aprii 12, 2007 C/CAG Board of Directors meeting the Board approved the FY 2007/2008
Expenditurc Program for the TFCA Program. One of the approved projects was the Menlo Park
Midday Shuttle. As part of the TFCA Program, project sponsors must complete cost effectiveness
worksheets that calculate the cost of particulate matter removal. The cost effectiveness must be less
than $90,000 per ton in order for eligible projects to be approved by the Air District.

Staff learned from the Air District that there was an error in the worksheet and the originalty ~ ITEM 4.12
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submitted project did not make the $90,000 per ton threshold. After working with Menlo Park, staff
is recommending that we resubmit another Menlo Park shuttie project that does appear to be less
than the required cost effectiveness of $90,000 per ton. The originally approved amount for the
Menlo Park Midday Shuttle was $41,000 for FY 2007/2008. The revised expenditure program will
be for a2 $41,000 Menlo Park shuitle project.

ATTACHMENTS

e Resolution 07-26
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RESOLUTICN_ 07-26

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE
CITY/COUNTYASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO
COUNTY AUTHORIZING THE C/CAG CHAIR TO EXECUTE AN AMENDED
FISCAL YEAR 2007-08 TRANSPORTATION FUND FOR CLEAN AIR (TFCA)
EXPENDITURE PROGRAM ($41,000) FOR THE CITY OF MENLO PARK FOR
LOCAL SHUTTLE SERVICE

WHEREAS; the City/County Association of Governments has been designated
the Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) Program Manager for San Mateo County;
and,

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors of the City/County Association of
Governments has approved certain projects and programs for funding throngh San Mateo
County’s 40 percent local share of Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) revenues;
and,

WHEREAS, the City/County Association of Governments will act as the
Program Manager for approximately $1,029,000, of TFCA funded projects; and,

WIEREAS, the approximate $1,029,000 funding is to be adjusted to the actual
amount when 1t becomes available, and to be incorporated into mdividual conlracts; and,

WHEREAS, C/CAG desires to revise the originally submitted Expenditure
Program with a new Menlo Park local shuttle service project; and

WHEREAS, the projects included in this expenditure program are the most
appropriate and cost-cffective strategies currently available within the County for
reducing motor vehicle emissions. All proposed expenditures will be consistent with the
Clean Air Plan and Section 44241(b) of the California Health and Safety Code;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the
City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County that the C/CAG Staff is
authorized to submit the revised 2007-08 Expenditure Program for the San Mateo County
TFCA Program to the Bay Area Air Quality Management District.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 9" DAY OF AUGUST 2007.

Deborah C. Gordon, C/CAG Chair
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: August 9, 2007

To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, Executive Director

Subject: Review and Approval of Appointments to the Congestion Management Program

Technical Advisory Committee (CMP TAC)

(For further information or questions contact John Hoang at 363-4105)

RECOMMENDATION

That the Board consider appomntmerits of Mr. Ron Popp, Mr. Syed Murtuza, and Mr. Bob Beyer
to fill the vacant seais on the Congestion Management Program Technical Advisory Commitice
(CMP TAC).

FISCAL IMPACT

None.

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION

The Congestion Management Program Technical Advisory Committee (CMP TAC) i1s made up
of engineers and planners and provides technical expertise for both the CMEQ and the C/CAG
Board. There are currently a total of 25 positions including 15 engineers and 4 planners from the
local jurisdictions in addition to representatives from Caltrans, SamTrans, Peninsula Corridor
JPB, SMCTA, MTC, and C/CAG.

There are currently three vacancies on the CMP TAC, two (2) engineering positions and one (1)
planning position. The vacancies are due to the following:

= Mr. George Bagdon, City of Burlingame Engineering — Retired
e Mr. Fernando Bravo, City of East Palo Alto Engineering — No longer with City
« Ms. Liz Cullinan, City of San Carlos Planning — No longer with City

To fill the vacant engineering positions, staff solicited individuals from C/CAG member agencies
who have expressed interest in being on the TAC and requested that a letter of interest be
submitted to C/CAG for considerations, The three (3) individuals recommended by their
respective agencies to serve on the TAC are as follows:

~  Mr. Ron Popp, City of Millbrae Engineering
Mr. Syed Murtuza, City of Butlingame Engineering

ITEM 4.13

F:\users\ccag\WPDATA\TAC\APPOINTM\2007\TAC Appointments Boazd,DOC
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Mr. Bob Beyer, City of San Mateo Planning

The appointments of the two engineering candidates and one planning candidate to vacant
positions will completely backfill the TAC vacancies.

ATTACHMENTS

e Current roster for the CMP TAC
s Letier from City of Millbrae

e Letter from City of Burlingame
o Letter from City of San Mateo

F:\users\ceag\WPDATA\TAC\APPOINTM\2007\TAC Appointments_Bcard.DOC
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Current CMP TAC Roster - 2007

| Member

Agency E
lan McAvoy (Co-Chair) = {SamTrans E
Jim Porter {Co-Chair) San Mateo County Engmeering ;
April Chan Peninsula Corridor JPB
%Duncan Jones Atherton Engineermg i
Gene Gonzalo ;CalTrans E
Vacant
{Jon Lynch Redwood City Engmeering
Joseph Hurley 'SMCTA
K. Foln MTC
Larry Patterson 'San Mateo City Engineering ’
éVacantW o :
Mark Dumo San Mateo County Plannmng
Bill Meeker 'Burlingame Planning
Mo Sharma ‘Daly City Engineering
‘Parviz Mokhtari 'San Carlos Engineering
Rancwi;w]greauh Brishane Engmeering :
\Ray Davis 'Belmont Engincering |
Ray Towne §Foster City Engmeering :
‘Reza (Ray) M. Razavi South San Francisco Engineering
Rick Mao Colna Engineering
Ruben Nmo Menlo Park Engineering
Sandy Wong C/CAG CMP
L'I'at“um Mothershead Daly City Plamming |
Van Ocampo Pacifica Engineering
Vacant

F:\users\ccag\WPDATA\TAC\APPOINTM\2007\TAC Appointments_Board.DOC
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City of Millbrae

621 Magnolia Avenue, Millbrae, CA 94030

June 1, 2007

City/County of Governmenis (C/CAG)
Of San Mateo County
Richard Napier, Executive Director

555 County Center, 5™ Floor
Redwood City, CA 54063

Subject: Nomination for the C/CAG Technical Advisory Commiitee (TAC)

MARC HERSHMAN
Mayor

NADIA V. HOLOBER
Vice Mayar

LINDA T. [_ARSON
Councilwonuan

GINA PAPAN
Councilwoman

ROBERT G. GOTTSCHALK
Councilman

MARY VELLA TRESELPR
Treasures

It is with great enthusiasm and pride that I nominate Ronnald Popp, the City of Millbrae’s
Public Works Director, to become a board member of the C/CAG TAC. Ron has been

with the City for § years and nnderstands San Mateo County regional needs and

challenges well. He has a great deal of expericnce with long range and critical path
repair and infrastructure planning.  He is practical, fair, experienced, and would be very
adept al balancing regional needs among all municipalities in the County.

We strongly recommend him for an appointment to the TAC board and appreciate the
* opportunity to do so. We believe the other members of the board would welcome his can

do attitude, energy and willingness to tackle the dirty work.

ol

Sincerely,

tph L. Jaeck
City Manager

City Council/City Manager
(650) 258-2334

Persoonel
(650) 259-2334

Ciiy Clerk
(650) 259-2334

Finance/Water
(650) 259-2350

Public Warks/Engincering
(650) 259-2339

Commanity Development
(630 256-2341
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Reereation

(550) 259-2360
Buitding Division
(650) 255-1330

Police Deparument
(6503 25%-2300

Fire Deparimient
(850) 259-2400
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The City of Burlingame
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT CITY HALL - 501 PRIMROSE ROAD CORPORATION YARD
TEL: (550) 5568-7230 BURLINGAME, CALIFORNIA 24010-3297 (850) 558-7570
FAX: (65D) 685-9310
- July 11,2007

C/CAG Board of Directors
Mr. Richard Napier
Director

555 County Center
Redwood City, Ca. 94063

Bear Members of the Board,

The Burlingame City Council weuld like to recommend the new Public Works Director, Syed
Murtuza, to replace George Bagdon on the C/CAG TAC. After 16 years with Burlingame, George
will be retiring in August.

Syed has 10 years of service with Burlingame as the Assistant Director and is very familiar with the
issues facing C/CAG TAC.

Sincerely yow

Terry Nagel
Mayor
City of Burlingame
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

DATE: August 9, 2007
TO: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors
FROM: Richard Napier, Executive Director

SUBJECT: Receive presentation and comments on the San Mateo County Transportation
Authority (SMCTA) Strategic Plan Process

(For further information contact Richard Napier at 599-1420)

RECOMMENDATION:

Receive presentation and comments on the San Mateo County Transportation Authority
(SMCTA) Strategic Plan Process.

BACKGROUND/ DISCUSSION:

Implementation guidelines in the 2004 Transportation Expenditure Plan approved in connection
with Measure A by the voters of San Mateo County on November 2, 2004 require the
Transportation Authority to prepare a Strategic Plan prior to Jamuary 1, 2009. The Strategic Plan
wiil identify funding prioritization criteria consistent with the goals and objectives of the
Countywide Transportation Plan and the Transportation Expenditure Plan. The Strategic Plan
will be updated at least every five years during the term of the Measure.

Presentations have been made and comments provided by the Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory
Committee (BPAC), Congestion Management Program Technical Advisory Committee (CMP
TAC) and the Congestion Management and Environmental Quality Committee (CMEQ).

The Transportation Authority staff will provide a presentation and update on the Strategic Plan
Process at the C/CAG Board meeting.

ITEM 5.1
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: August 9, 2007

To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, Executive Director

Subject: Review and Approval of the 2007 congestion monitoring report and the Draft 2007

Congestion Management Program {(CMP) and authorize distribution for comments

(For further information contact John Hoang at 363-4105)

RECOMMENDATION

That the Board approves the 2007 congestion monitoring report and the Draft 2007 Congestion
Management Program (CMP) and authorizes distribution for comments

FISCAL IMPACT

It is not anticipated that the changes in the 2007 document will result in any increase n the current
fiscal commitment that C/CAG has made to the Program.

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION

Every two years, C/CAG as the Congestion Management Agency for San Mateo County, is required
to prepare and adopt a Congestion Management Program (CMP). C/CAG s also required to
measure the roadway segments and intersections on the Congestion Management Program roadway
network to determine the change in LOS from one period to the next. This 1s a report card on -
whether the roadway system is improving or getting worse.

As part of the 2007 CMP update, C/CAG has retained Fehr & Peers Transportation Consultants to
monitor the roadway segments and intersections on the Congestion Management Program roadway
network. As a result of this monitoring, C/CAG is required to determine what location(s), if any,
has(have) exceeded the LOS standard that was established by C/CAG in 1991. Deficient locations
are determined after deducting the traffic attributable to:

e Interregional travel.

o Construction, rehabilitation, or maintenance of facilities that impact the system.

e Freeway ramp metering.

s Traffic signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies.

o Traffic generated by the provision of low-income and very low income housing.

s Traffic generated by high-density residential development or mixed-use development (half
of the mixed use development must be used for high density residential) within one-fourth

ITEM 5.2
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mile of a fixed rail passenger station.

If, after applying the above exclusions, a deficient location is identified, the C/CAG Travel Demand
Forecasting Model is used to determine the origins of the traffic at the deficient locations to
determine which jurisdictions must participate in the development of a deficiency plan. A
jurisdiction must participate if the traffic it is contributing is greater than ten percent (10%) of the
capacity of the deficient location. On February 14, 2002, C/CAG adopied the San Mateo County
Congestion Relief Plan that fulfills the requirement of a Countywide Deficiency Plan for all
roadway segment and intersection deficiencies identified through the monitonng done for the 1999,
2001, 2003, 2005, and 2007 Congestion Management Programs. In February 2007, the Congestion
Relief Plan was reauthorized for an additional four years. Therefore no jurisdiction will be required
to develop a deficiency plan as a result of this monitoring report.

2007 Traffic Monttoring Analysis

Based on the monitoring report and after the exclusions for interregional traffic has been applied,
two of the 53 roadway segments exceeded the LOS standard. This compares with one deficient
segment in 1997 and eight deficient segments in 1999, nine deficient segments in 2001 and four
deficient segments in 2003, and five deficient segments in 2005.

It is noted that reductions for the 2001 through 2005 CMP Monitoring Reports were based on the
2000 C/CAG travel demand forecasting model’s estimations. For the 2007 Monitoring Report, the
reductions were updated based on the updated 2005 C/CAG travel demand forecasting model.

The complete Monitoring Report is included in Appendix F of the Draft Congestion Management
Program for 2007. The two roadway segments in violation of the LOS Standard in 2007 are:

« SR 1, San Francisco County Line to Linda Mar Boulevard
» SR 84, Willow Street to University Avenue

For the sixteen intersections monitored, the 2007 traffic volumes, lane configurations, and signal
phasings were used as inputs to the intersection level of service calculations. No reductions for
inter-regional trave] were applied to the intersection volumes. There were no LOS standard
violations for intersections in 2007.

In 2005, in addition to utilizing the Circular 212 methodology, the 2000 Highway Capacity Manual
{2000 HCM) was also used in parallel to calculate a second set of LOS results. The 2007
Monitoring Report continued to utilized both methods, however, the results obtained from the 2000
HCM were used to compare changes in LOS.

In general, the following are some observations from the data contained in the report. These
observations are based on the total traffic. The exclusions for determining deficiencies are not

considered in these observations.

e  From 1997 to 1999 there was an increase in traffic at 24 locations and a decrease at 18
locations.
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e TFrom 1999 to 2001 there was an increase in traffic at 13 locations and a decrease at 14

locations.

e From 2001 to 2003 there was an increase in traffic at 6 locations and a decrease at 19

locations.

e From 2003 to 2005 there was an increase in traffic at 17 locations and a decrease at 11

locations.

e TFrom 2005 to 2007 there was an increase in traffic at 15 locations and a decrease at 11

locations.

»  From 1997 to 2007 there was an increase in traffic at 36 locations and a decrease at 14

locations.

e The munber of LOS F (F designated the worse possible congestion) roadway segments has
gone from 6 in 1995, to 8 1 1997, 10 18 in 1999, to 16 1n 2001, to 13 in 2003, to 12 in 2005,
to 14 in 2007.

e The number of LOS F intersections has gone from 4 in 1995, to 4 in 1997, to 3 in 1999, to 1
in 2001, to none in 2003 and 2003, to 2 in 2007. The majonty of intersections that were
monitored were along Route 82 (J21 Camino Real).

Travel times were also measured for the U.S. 101 corndor between the San Francisco and Santa
Clara County Lines. The U.S. 101 cormidor was selected because, in addition to mixed-[low lanes, it
includes High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Janes, bus routes, and passenger rail. Results are
summarized in Table 3 below.

Table 3
------- i Average Travel Time in U.S. 101 Corridor (in mi-r;;(\;s)' T
AM’ PM’
Northbound Southbound Northbound Southbound
Mode 2007|2005 | 2003 | 2001 | 2007 | 2005 | 2003 | 2001 | 2007 | 2005 1 2003 | 2001 [ 2007 | 2005 { 2003 | 2001
Single-Occupant Auto | 26 | 31 20 | 27 | 351 38 | 37 (49 | 33 (33|59 31 130)]35]30]) 26
Carpool 26 | 30 | 28 | 25 | 31 | 31 | 29 38 (31 32|34 |31 |29 322525
?S:::]‘“ Geprsy || 2| B M| 00|88 0olw|u]a) ]
SamTransRome KX | 75 | 72 | 68 | 66 | 78 | 72 | 74 | 76 | 80 | 79 | 75 | 75 [ & | 75 | 72 | TN

Notes:

' Between Sen Francisco and Santa Clara County Lines.

M oming commute period.

3 Evening commul¢ period.

Travel time surveys were also conducted for the HOV lanes on U.S. 101, which currently extend

from the Santa Clara County Line to Whipple Avenue. The total travel time for carpools was

estimated by adding the travel time in the HOV lanes between the Santa Clara County Line and
Whipple Avenue to the travel time in the mixed-flow lanes between Whipple Avenue and the San
Francisco County Line.

Travel times for bus and passenger rail modes were estimated based on SamTrans and Caltrain
published schedules. SamTrans bus route KX operates i the U.S. 101 corridor. This route
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provides service through San Mateo County from San Francisco to Palo Alto. Travel times were

based on the average travel time between County hines during the commute bours. Travel time via
Caltrain was calculated in a similar manner.

ATTACHMENT

1. Draft Congestion Management Program (CMP) for 2007 for San Mateo County

(Provided to Board members only. Public members may contact John Hoang at 650-363-4105 if
interested in receiving the document )
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: August 9, 2007

To: C/CAG Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, Executive Director

Snbject: Review and accept the Final Report on the San Mateo County Housing Needs
Study.

(For further information or questions contact Tom Madalena at 599-1460)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board of Directors review and accept the Final Report on the San Mateo County
Housing Needs Study in accordance with staff recommendation.

FISCAL IMPACT

None.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

Funding for the Housing Needs Study is denved from the Congestion Relief Program and two
grants.

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION

The Housing Needs Study was distributed for comments in draft format to all the cities and the
County as well as presented to the Congestion Management and Environmental Quality (CMEQ)
Committee and the C/CAG Board of Directors. Staff received comments from the CMEQ
Committee as well as from the Peninsula Interfaith Action (PIA) organization.

The Congestion Management and Environmental Quality Committee received a presentation on
the Housing Needs Study and bad the following comments.

¢ Build not only units, but units for the right people.
e There is 2 mapping mistake on page 6 of the report, which left out East Palo Alto.
o  When presenting the numbers that represent the future, it should always state that it’s a

projection.
e Use the same color to represent the same thing on different charts.
¢ There 1s no need to advocate for high-end housing, but the lower ends. ITEM 5.3
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e Weneed a plan to bridge the housing gap.

s We must address housing and transportation together.

o The topic of Transit Oriented Development (TOD) 1s missing.

¢ Show more statistics such as household and income for each jurisdiction.
s Show actual housing production numbers in the past 10 years.

The Peminsula Interfaith Action (PIA) also provided the following comment on the Housing
Needs Study.

s Determining the affordability gap

The study uses grouped categories by mcome, applying calculations to the top end of that range.
Therefore the quantification of affordability gaps in the study understates the severity of the
problem for many San Mateo County families. PIA wants the fact that this methodology creates
conservative estimates underscored.

The remaining PIA comments were not pertinent to the Housing Needs Study. They were
focused on the next steps or possible policy options.

The figures in the report were updated where necessary to reflect that they were projections.
Figures were also updated so that the colors were coordinated throughout the document. Table
S-2 was also added to the report to provide the figures for the last ten years of housing production
by junsdiction.

The report now reflects the fact that the affordability gap estimates provided were conservative.
Transit Oriented Development was also mentioned as a possible source of future housing that
could reduce the reliance of new growth on the County’s roads. Language was also added to
acknowledge that the industry standard for financially feasible fee burdens on nonresidental
development is between 5%-10%.

Attached please see the Final Report on the San Mateo County Housing Needs Study.

ALTERNATIVES

1) Review and accept the Final Report on the San Mateo County Housing Needs Study in
accordance with staff recommendation.

2) Review and accept the Final Report on the San Mateo County Housing Needs Study in
accordance with staff recommendation with modifications.

3) No action

ATTACHMENTS

o Fal Report on the San Mateo County Housing Needs Study
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C/CAG

CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
OF SAN MATEO COUNTY

Atherton ® Belmont ® Brisbane ¢ Burlingame » Colima ® Daly Ciry ® East Palo Allo @ Foster City ® Half Moon Bay ® Hillshorough ® Menlo Park
Millbrag ® Pacifica ¢ Portola Valley ¢ Redwood City ® San Bruns ® San Carlos ® San Mateo ¢ San Mateo County ® South San Francisco 8 Woodside

DATE: August 9, 2007
TO: C/CAG Board of Directors
FROM: Tom Kasten

SUBIECT: Executive Director Compensation and Evaluation

Dear Board Colleagues:

I won’t be at the C/CAG meeting because 1 will be out of town. Consequently, I want to provide this
mformation to you. As you recall, we have changed our approach to evaluation and compensation of the
C/CAG Executive Director. A few months ago, you approved a new compensation plan which combines
both a salary and a bonus based on performance and achievement. Our Executive Director now has the

opportunity to earn a bonus up to 10% of his salary depending on his level of performance and results
dunng the year.

You approved a new Evaluation Form which is consistent with the new compensation approach and which
lists the major objectives and appropriate measures to use.

You then tasked onr subcommittee with:
s Revising the evaluation forms to make them consistent with the new compensation policy.
»  Simplifying the forms.
»  Ensuring that the Board evaluates dimensions based on what we ¢an observe.

Enclosed are the revised evaluation forms. The first one reflects the objectives that we approved in
consort with the Executive Director for this fiscal year, including the measures to be used to gauge
performance. The second form is a shortened version of the checklist that has been used in the pasi.

I would like to highlight a2 few changes:
e We have moved from a 5 point scale to a rating system that evalvates whether the ED “Meets,
Exceeds or Does not meet” the objective. We carried that same rating scale over to the checklist.
» We reduced the number of dimensions and behavioral characteristics on the checklist to include
only those that we are in a position to observe and evaluate.
¢ We elimibated the redundancies and overlaps.

s We’ve added some qualitative questions fo summarize what the ED does well and what areas may
need attention. -

It is very important that Board members take the time to evaluate the ED’s performance. The “comment™
section is crucial to the overall evaluation and will have an impact on the bonus calculation. We are
asking each board member to explain the reason for their “Exceeds” or “Does not Meet” ratings in order
to capture performance fairly and to give the ED sufficient information to understand the rankings.

We think this evalvation approach will be easier for us to complete and be more useful to the ED.

ITEM 5.4
555 County Center, 5* Floor, Redwood City, CA 94063 PHONE: 650.599.1406 Fax: 650.361.8227
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August 5, 2007
Page 2

I would also like to recognize and thank my colleagues on the subcommittee — Carote Groom,

Diane Howard, Irene O’Connell and Rosalie O’Mahony - for their dedication and coatributions to our
effort. I also want to thank Arne Croce, the San Mateo City Manager, who has been instrumental
throughout the process to improve the compensation and evaluation processes.

Kind regards,

oot At

Tom Kasten

555 Counry Center, 5™ Floor, Redwaod City, CA 94063 PUONE: 650.599.1406 Fax: 650.361.8227
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DRAFT
C/CAG EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
EVALUATION

Does not
Exceeds Meets meet
Expectation Expectation Expectation

COMMUNICATIONS:

Does the Executive Director keep you informed of the things
you want to know about in a timely manner?

Do reports provide adequate information and analysis?

Are agenda items, reports and supporting documents
adequate and appropriate to help you make sound decisions?

Is information brought to the Board in sufficient time for
deliberations?

Does the Executive Director follow up promptly on Board
requests for information or action?

Do you feel she/he is a good listener?

Are Executive Director communications thoughtful, clear and
to the point?

Is the Executive Director open o new ideas and suggestions
for change?

1 of 4
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Exceeds Meets
Expectation Expectation

Does not
meet
Expectation

Was the Executive Director responsive to Board Policy and
direction?

Does the Executive Director show initiative and creativity in
dealing with issues, problems and unusual situations?

FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT:

Are you satisfied with the Executive Director's approach to
budget preparation and review?

Is the proposed budget submitted on time with sufficient
information to enable you to make an infonmed decision?

Are you provided status updates during the term of service
contracts?

Does the Executive Director make suggestions for cost
savings?

AGENCY AND MEDIA RELATIONS:

Does the Executive Director make a positive impression on
citizens and is shefhe respected in San Mateo County?

Does the staff?

How effectively does the Executive Director work with the staffs
of member agencies in coordinating their interests with C/CAG

activities?

2 of4
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Exceeds Meets
Expectation Expectation

Does the Executive Director effectively represent C/CAG's
interests with other agencies?

Does not
meet

Expectation

Is the Executive Director successful in guiding staff and
contracting agencies so that they work together as a team

toward common objectives?

Does C/CAG gamner sufficient coverage in the press of its
accomplishments?

SUMMARY PERFORMANCE:

What is the Executive Director doing that you would like continued?

What is the Executive Director doing that you would like stopped or changed?

What is the Executive Director not doing that you would like started?

Please list the 3 priority areas of focus for next year for the Executive Director.

3 of4
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OVERALL PERFORMANCE:
EXCEEDS EXPECATIONS
MEETS EXPECATIONS

DOES NOT MEET EXPECATIONS

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:

Board Member:

(Please print)

Signature:

4 of 4
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EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
DRAFT PERFORMANCE OBJECTIVES
2006-07

C/CAG FINANCIAL OPERATIONS

1-

Objective - Manage all individual funds such that the actual ending balance (total, including
reserves) for each fund as of the June 30, 2007 closing for FY 06-07 is either balanced or in a
positive position.

Measure - Actual ending balance (total including reserves) for cach fund as of the June 30,
2007 closing for FY 06-07 is either balanced or in a positive position.

__ Exceeds Objectives ___ Meets Objectives  Doesn’t Meet Objectives

Please explain ratings at either end of spectrum:

Objective - Pursue and bring in commitments for additional revenue (from new or expansion
of current State/ Federal/ Local sources) to C/CAG of $250,000 and 10 San Mateo County
Agencies of §1M.

Measure - Total amount of additional revenue (from new or expansion of current State/
Federal/ Local sources) to C/CAG and to San Mateo County Agencies.

_ Exceeds Objectives ___ Meets Objectives __ Doesn’t Meet Objectives

Please explain ratings at either end of spectrum:

Objective - Develop a clear and concise balanced FY 07-08 budget for Board Approval by
June 30, 2007 and manage the FY 06-07 budget so that at the end of the fiscal year (June 30,
2007), the projected actual budget is either balanced or in a positive position.

Measure - Board adoption of the FY 07-08 Budget by June 30, 2007 and the
FY 06-07 projected actual Budget is either balanced or in a positive position.

___Exceeds Objectives ___ Meets Objectives ___Doesn’t Meet Objectives

Please explain ratings at either end of spectrum:

1 of4
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C/CAG OPERATIONS

1-

Objective - Provide timely support and representation for San Mateo County agencies to
maximize transportation funds and to reduce the loss to the County of funds at risk.

Measure - Qualitative and to the extent practical quantify and specify the significant responses.
Specify the amount of funds at risk to be lost by an agency that was addressed such that the
funds stayed in San Mateo County and actions taken to provide additional funds.

__ Exceeds Objectives __ Mecets Objectives __ Doesn’t Meet Objectives

Please explain ratings at either end of spectrum:

Objective - Provide leadership for staff development, prompt replacement of staff, and conduct
performance evaluations and compensation decisions for C/CAG staff by March for
Administrative Assistant and May for Transportation Systems Coordinators.

Measure - Specify actions and date completed.

__ Exceeds Objectives __ Meets Objectives __ Doesn’t Meet Objectives

Please explain ratings at either end of spectrum:

Objective - Provide qualify support and representation to the satisfaction of the Board.
___Exceeds Objectives ___ Meets Objectives ___Doesn’t Meet Objectives

Please explain ratings at either end of spectrum:

Objective - Represent the Board and C/CAG at the regional (MTC, Caltrans, BAAQMD,
RWQCB) and State (CTC, Legislature) Levels.

Measure - Number of meetings attended and presentations provided to each agency. Define
the agency, topic and number of meetings.

__ Exceeds Objectives _ Meets Objectives __ Doesn’t Meet Objectives

2of4
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Please explain ratings at either end of spectrum:

Objective - Manage, monitor, and represent to the appropriate State body the C/CAG Board
legislative agenda.

Measure - Board approved legislative priorities. Number of legislative meetings. Results
achieved on the Boards high priority issues.

Objective - Generate Annual Report for C/CAG to be distributed no later than August;.
Measure - Annual Report generated and date distributed.
___Exceeds Objectives __ Meets Objectives ___ Doesn’t Meetf Objectives

Please explain ratings at either end of spectrum:

C/CAG CRITICAL PROGRAMS

1-

Objective - Work with TA, Caltrans, MTC, and CTC staffs to provide the addittonal State
funding needed (if any) by Feb 07 for the Highway 101 Third to Millbrae Auxiliary Lane
Project such that it can be awarded by 3/07.

Measure - Additional State funding (if any) voted by the CTC by Feb 07,

__ Exceeds Objectives _ Meets Objectives __ Doesn’t Meet Objectives

Please explain ratings at either end of spectrum:

Objective - Bring in $300,000 FAA Grant for updating the Comprehensive Land Use Plan
(CLUP) for San Francisco Intemational Airport,

Measure - Grant received and amount funded.
____Exceeds Objectives __ Meets Objectives _ Doesn’t Meet Objectives

Please explain ratings at either end of spectrum:

3 of4
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Objective - Congestion Relief Plan Reauthorized by JTune 30, 2007 for 2 minimum of $1.3 M
from the cities and the County.

Measure - Board approval of new Congestion Relief Program by June 30, 2007.
__ Exceeds Objectives =~ Meets Objectives __ Doesn’t Meet Objectives

Please explain ratings at either end of spectrum:

Objective - Ramp metering implementation by 3/30/07.
Measure - Ramp metering turned on by 3/30/07.
__ Exceeds Objectives __ Meets Objectives __ Doesn’t Meet Objectives

Please explain ratings at either end of spectrum:

Objective - Establish a sub region for San Mateo County for dealing with the Regional
Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) and meet the FY 06-07 milestones which include:
Subregional RHNA organization/ process 9/06. Subregional methodology (Initial 12/06 and
Final 3/07), and Draft RHNA by 6/07.

Measure - Number of resolutions adopted to participate in a sub-region for San Mateo County
and milestones met in FY 06-07.

__ Exceeds Objectives ____Meets Objectives __ Doesn’t Meet Objectives

Please explain ratings at either end of spectrum:

Objective - Pursue NPDES funding opﬁons thru legislation.
Measure - Quantify vehicle and funds provided.
___FExceeds Objectives __ Meets Objectives __ Doesn’t Meet Objectives

Please explain ratings at either end of spectrum:

4 of 4
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